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THE MOST RECENT election petitions have all failed. 
The case at King’s Lynn proved a very short one, for it 
was completely tried out in two days. A case of treat- 
ing was made out against an association, which would 
probably have invalidated the election, if agency had been 
held by the judge (Baron Martin) to have been estab- 
lished. He, however, followed his own previous decisions, 
rather than those of Mr. Justice Blackburn, and held 
the sitting member not responsible for the acts of the 
association. We have already pointed out that no 
general rule as to agency in these cases of associations 
can be laid down, and that each case must depend upon 
its particular facts. At King’s Lynn the association 
was avowedly started to further the cause of Mr. Bourke. 
That, however, would not of itself be held by Mr. Jus- 
tice Blackburn any more than by Baron Martin to es- 
tablish agency, and whether there were any further 
facts which wou!d have brought the case within the prin- 
ciple of Mr. Justice Blackburn’s decision at Taunton does 
not appear from any of the reports. A further case as 
to which evidence was given of bribery against an ad- 
mitted agent was contradicted by the evidence on the 
part of the respondent, and was held not proved. 

At Dover, the petitioner’s case has also broken down. 
The two witnesses upon whom he had principally relied 
told in the witness-box entirely different stories to those 
they had done previously, and upon this his counsel were 
compelled to abandon the case. Dover has always had a 
very bad reputation as regards election matters, and unless 
it greatly mended its ways at the last general election, it 
seems probable that this may have been another instance 
of what, under the old system, was very common—viz., 
of a failure of a petition, through the difficulty of 
getting anyone to come forward to certify to facts which 
were notorious, In the present case also the petition 
does not appear to have been presented in the interest 
of any defeated candidate, and the petitioner, who came 
forward as an independent elector, was probably under 
the additional difficulty of not being very strenuously 
supported by his party who, by the return of Mr. Jessel, 
the only Liberal candidate who had any serious 
pretensions to represent the borough, had been substan- 
tially victorious, 

At Oldham, a scrutiny which lasted five days, and in 
which the validity of nearly 300 votes has been dis- 
cussed, has resulted in leaving the relative position of 
the candidates on the poll very much as they were at 
the commencement. We anticipate that the various de- 
cisions of Mr. Justice Blackburn on the validity of these 
Votes will be found to do as much towards clearing up 
difficult points of registration law as all the recent ap- 
peals from revising barristers, We must, however, re- 
serve our comments upon these decisions until we can 
obtain a reliable report. The points, being so much 
more technical than those arising out of the ordinary 
charges on election petitions, are not only more dificult 
to understand, but are also less interesting to general 
readers, and consequently the ordinary reports are the 
leas to be relied upon. 

In noticing last week the statement that it was pro- 























posed now to present a petition against the return of 
Mr. James for Taunton, we omitted to point ont that, 
supposing such a petition presented, the petitioner would 
not have nearly so good a chance of unseating Mr. 
James as the respondent in the late petition would have 
had in preventing his obtaining the seat if he had per- 
severed in opposing to the utmost the claim to the seat 
upon the scrutiny. It will be necessary now for the peti- 
tioner to establish against Mr. James disqualification 
under the Corrupt Practices Act, owing to his being by 
himself or his agents guilty of bribery, treating, or un- 
due influence; whereas, on the late occasion, objection 
might have been taken to votes bad upon other grounds, 
It is impossible, of course, to have a fresh scrutiny, 
because not only would it, we apprehend, be now held to 
be res judicata that Mr. James had a majority of legal 
votes over Mr. Cox, but, further than that, it is impos- 
sible that there can be any claim to the seat now that 
Mr. Cox, the only candidate at the election besides the 
two present sitting members, has been declared to be 
disqualified. 

SINCE THE ESTABLISHMENT of the County Courts there 
has been on the average a County Courts Act passed every 
two years, each Act repealing or altering something or 
other. These ten Acts are in themselves quite a study, 
and their numerous references and cross readings render 
it very difficult to advise on county court matters. The 
last Act repeals either wholly or in part nearly twenty 
sections which are spread over seven of the ten Acts, 

The committee of county court judges, when call 
upon to make new rules and orders for carrying out the 
Act of 1867, had several sets of rules before them, made at 
different times, and rather than add another set for the 
increased confusion of practitioners, they revised the 
whole, added the necessary new rules, and provided a 
handy book of consolidated “ Rules and Orders,” apply- 
ing to both law and equity. That is precisely what 
ought to be done with the various Acts of Parliament ; 
by that process all 1g law on the subject would 
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be contained in little more than the space of one out of 
the ten Acts. 


THE AMERICANS are a remarkable people. They ocea- 
sionally conduct even their legal proceedings after a novel 
and peculiar fashion. Mr. Charles Reade’s novel, + Grif- 
fith Gaunt,” which appeared here in Eagland first as the 
serial in a magazine, then in the normal turee velume 
form, and lastly in a cheap and yellow shape, has been 
brought out in America. There not only was exception 
taken to it by the critics, but it was made the sabject of 
legal proceedings as being immoral. The defendant in 
the action adopted a novel mode of convincing the Court 
of the groundlessness of the charge. He engaged Mr. 
George Vandenhoif, the well-known actor, who read the 
novel from beginning to end to the Court. If, following 
the first precedent, Mr. Swinburue’s poems are proceeded. 
against in England, perhaps Mr. Swinburne will follow 
the second and engage Mr. Bellew to read them aleud in 
Court. 

















IN A CASE UNDER SECTION 2, County Court Act, 1867, 
at the Lambeth County Court this week, the defendant 
had given notice to defend. He succeeded, and applied 
for his costs. Mr. Pitt Taylor acceded to the application, 
remarking that in any case under that section a suceess- 
ful defendant was entitled to his costs, as in ease af his 
failure the costs he would have to pay were monstrous, 
sometimes double the ordinary costs, 






Mr, E. B, Marcu has just been appointed her Brit- 
tannic Majesty's Consul at the Fiji Islands, It seems 
rather curious that a Consulate should be established in 
the dominions of the King of the Cannibal Islands, and 
we suppose that it has been done without His Majesty's 
assent having been asked. Although Mr, March nomi- 
nally goes out as Consul, he really will have to aificiate 
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as a kind of judge, or rather as an arbiter in the disputes 
between the English colonists. The United States Consul, 
who is already in residence, has been invested with ju- 
diciary powers, which gives him jurisdiction to hear 
cases which arise between American citizens. 





Ir IS STATED that Sir J. P. Wilde is about to be raised 
to the Peerage. 





THE BANKRUPTCY BILL.--No. I. 
We stated shortly last week that the proposed changes 


in the law of bankruptcy were of a very sweeping kind; | 


and that the Attorney-General’s bill was much more revo- 
lutionary than his speech. In fact, there is hardly any 
branch of the law of bankruptcy which his measure 
would not directly or indirectly alter to a most material 
extent. 

After five sections of preliminary matter, the bill goes 
on, in sections six to twelve, to deal with adjudication. 
It is proposed that the debt or debts of the petitioning 
creditor or creditors ehall be not less’ than £50 in 
the aggregate. At present, as our readers are aware, the 
debt of a single petitioning creditor must amount to 
£50; but if there are two, the aggregate amount of 
their debts must be £70; and if three or more, 
£100. The right of the debtor himself to petition is 
no longer to exist. The acts of bankruptcy on which 
the petition may be founded are to be four in number :— 
Ist. The conveyance of all the debtor’s property in 
trust for his creditors; 2nd. A fraudulent conveyance of 
any part of his property ; 3rd. Execution levied against a 
trader for not less than £20, by seizure and sale, or returned 
unsatisfied in the case of a non-trader ; 4th. Failure to 
pay to the petitioning creditor a sum due of not less 
than £50, in the case of a trader for seven days, of a 
non-trader for three weeks, after a demand in writing 
with notice that non-payment will be followed by a pe- 
tition in bankruptey. But in any case the petition must 
be within two months of the act of bankruptcy. And 
by this bill the old definition of a trader is to be changed 
by striking out the oldenumeration of traders, beginning 
with alum-neakers, and ending with underwriters, and 
retaining only the general description “ person using the 
trade of merchandise by way of bargaining, exchange, 
barter, brocage, commission, consignment, or otherwise, 
or gross or by retail; and any person who, either for 
himself or as agent or factor for others, seeks his living 
by buying and selling, or buying and letting for hire, 
goods or chattels, or by the workmanship or the conver- 
sion of goods or commodities,” with certain words of 
exception or exclusion. On proof of the petitioning 
creditor’s debt, and of an act of bankruptcy, the debtor 
is to be adjudicated bankrupt. The bankruptcy and the 
trustee’s title are to relate back to the specific act of 
bankruptcy on which the adjudication is founded, which 
must be specified in the order. And from the date of the 
adjudication the remedy of creditors against the bankrupt 
is to be barred, except as afterwards provided by the Act. 

Such are, in substance, the leading provisions of the 
bill upon the first subject with which it deals—namely, 
the grounds of bankruptcy and the effect of adjudication, 
Now it is clear that one main principle upon which this 
echeme is founded is, that a debtor shall neither make 
himself a bankrupt, nor, by filing a declaration of insol- 
vency or any such process conduce to his own bankruptcy, 
nor become bankrupt by mere lapse of time, as he now 
does by lying in prison ; but that the whole procceding 
shall be a proceeding by the creditors, to be taken or not 
taken by them at discretion. And we believe that eo far 
as thie point is‘concerned, the Attorney-General’s proposal 
will command general approval, The mischiefs found to 
arise from bankruptcies moved by the debtor himself 
have been such that we belief no half measures could 
cure them. But there are points connected with this 
part of the measure which, in our judgment, need re- 
vision. The acte of bankruptcy enumerated are well 
conceived; the new one, non-payment after demand in 





| writing with a threat of bankruptcy, being peculiarly 


simple and clear. But, first, the period of two months 


j seems to us too short a time to allow for the presentation 


of a petition, considering that one at least of the enu- 
merated acts, namely, a fraudulent conveyance, is rarely 
discovered immediately by those whom it is intended to 
defraud. In the second place, though the distinction be- 
tween traders and non-traders is preserved, and we think 
rightly, the definition of a trader is very defective, Many 
who have been traders heretofore will be so no longer— 
bankers, stockbrokers, carriers, wharfingers, underwriters, 
for example. But why should there be one law for a 
cotton broker, and another for an insurance broker ? Why 
should a milkman who buys his supply of milk be a 
trader, and a milkman who keeps his own cows not be go ? 
Yet these anomalies arise npon the section as it stands, 
Either the Attorney-General ought to recur to the old 
method of enumeration, or he must enlarge the general 
terms of his definition. 

As to the effect of adjudication, it will be observed that 
the bill makes the bankruptcy and the trustee’s title re. 
late back, not to any act of bankruptcy on which the 
adjudication might have been founded, but to the specific 
act upon which it is founded, and no further. On the 
one hand this change will be useful by tending to remove 
uncertainty of title in very many cases. But on the 
other hand, taken alone, it would take away their main 
protection against fraudulent preferences and other 
fraudulent dealings of their debtors with property in 
contemplation of bankruptcy. The statute of the 13 
Eliz. is, as everybody knows, a very insufficient protection; 
we must therefore look at this bill itself to see what pro- 
tection creditors are to have against frauds of this 
character. The sections intended for the purpose are 
sections 88 and 89. Section 88 deals with voluntary set- 
tlements, and provides that every voluntary settlement 
shall, if the debtor become bankrupt within two years, 
be void as against the trustee in bankruptcy, unless it can 
be shown affirmatively that the debtor was solvent when 
he made it. This provision we think both useful and 
sufficient. Section 89 deals with fraudulent preferences 
to creditors, and avoids them if the debtor become bank- 
rupt within three months. These provisions appear to us 
to afford to creditors a very insufficient protection against 
fraudulent preferences. Such frauds are, in practice, 
among the most frequent and the most serious to which 
creditors are exposed ; and yet the present bill gives no 
power to the trustee to set aside such a transaction or re- 
cover the property fraudulently disposed of, unless the 
transaction be discovered within two months in time to 
found a petition upon it, or some other act of bankruptcy 
be committed, and discovered, and adjudication obtained 
upon it within two months of the first transaction, Then 
again the wording of the section is such as probably to 
perpetuate the old doubt whether a fraudulent preference 
by payment of cash is within the grasp of the law or not. 
We strongly hope that words may be inserted distinctly 
applying to fraudulent preference by payment of money, 
and enabling the trustee to recover back money so paid. 

The provisions whereby the remedy of creditors for 
debts provable is taken away from the date of adjudica- 
tion will be more conveniently considered in connection 
with a later portion of the Act. 

The second leading branch of the subject dealt with 
in this bill is the collection of the property of the bank- 
rupt, and its distribution among the creditors, For some 
years past the impression has been gaining strength 
that the Scotch system cought to be adopted aa the model 
for any new system in England. From the speech of 
the Attorney-general it appeared that his bill was in- 
tended to introduce the Scotch system almost in its en- 
tirety ; and he was specially earnest in showing the ad- 
vantage which had been found in Scotland from the em- 
ployment of professional liquidators for the management 
of bankrupts’ estates. Yet the very first provision on 
the subject in the bill is (section 13) that the creditors 
at their first meeting shall appoint “some fit person, 
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being a creditor,” to fill the office of trustee, at such re- 
muneration as they may determine,” subject to general 
orders. If this clause became law as it stands, it would 
simply continue the assignee system which has already 
proken down, with the sole difference that the assignee 
would be paid for his work. Together with the trustee 
the creditors are to appoint not more than five of their 
own number as a committee of inspection to superintend 
the conduct of the trustee. 

The subject dealt with next in order is the vesting of 
the bankrupt’s property. The property which is to pass 
is described in very wide, though not too wide, terms, 
It is to include all such rights of action as would pass to 
executurs in case of death. The old rule of reputed 
ownership is repeated, which we think is a pity. We 
hope Mr. Jessel will renew at a later step the protest 
against this rule which he made in commenting upon 
the Attorney-General’s speech. The property is to vest 
in the registrar of the court until the appointment 
of a trustee, and upon the appointment of a trustee, then 
in him, his title relating back, as we have said, to the 
act of bankruptcy on which the adjudication is founded. 

In the management of the estate, the trustee is to be 
bound to obey the instructions of the inspectors, or of a 
general meeting of creditors; a resolution of a general 
meeting of course prevailing in case of any difference 
between that and the decision of the inspectors. And 
for the purpose of the management of the estate the 
trustee is to be at liberty to summon a general meeting 
of creditors to ascertain their wishes, or to apply to the 
Court for directions. The bankrupt also, or any creditor, 
debtor, or other person aggrieved by any act of the trus- 
tee may apply to the Court, which may irterfere as it 
thinks fit with the act of the trustee. And the Court 
may summon general meetings for the purpose of as- 
certaining the wishes of creditors. The trustee is to 
be enabled, at his own discretion, to carry on the bank- 
rupt’s business, to bring or defend actions, to bar estates 
tail, to execute powers, to sell any portion of the pro- 
perty, to collect money and give receipts, to prove incase 
of bankruptcy, and with the consent of the inspectors to 
submit any claim to arbitration. On the other hand, 
the consent of a meeting of creditors is to be neces- 
sary to entitle the trustee to mortgage or pledge any 
part of the property, or to sell book debts, or to compro- 
mise debts due to or from the bankrupt, or to distribute 
any portion of the assets among the creditors in it, and 
instead of turning it into money. The accounts of the 
trustee are to be audited by an officer, to be called the 
controller in bankruptcy, 

This portion of the present scheme we think the best 
part of it. The entrusting of the winding-up of the 
bankrupt’s estate to the creditors themselves, or to a 
competent person of their own selection, and acting 
under their own supervision, must tend to economy of 
management; and economy is the main object to be ob- 
tained. The only real question for consideration is 
whether the means of checking and controlling the 
trustee provided by the Act are sufficient. This is a 
matter upon which the bill has undergone much and 
severe criticism, but we believe that its proposals will 
be found practically effectual. By this we mean that 
the enactments of the bill will enable creditors to wind 
up the affairs of their debtors economically, and to con- 











* Since this was written we have been informed, by the 
courtesy of the Attorney-General, of the following notice to move 
amendments in committee :— 

Page 4, clause 13, line 23, after “ creditor,’’ insert “ or not.” 

Page 17, clause 49, lines 18 and 19, leave out “ him inthe same 
manner as if no such bankruptey had taken place,’’ and insert 
a a any property of the person who was so made bankrupt, 
with tho sanction of the Court, an order of which adjudicated 
him a bankrupt, or of the Court having jurisdiction in bank- 
ruptecy in the place where such property is situate, but to the 
extent only, and at the time and in manner directed by such order, 
and after giving such notice and doing such acts as may be pre- 
scribed, in that behalf.” 


These, it appears, wore more draftsman’s errors. 








trol the course of the adjudication if they choose to take 
the trouble to do so; and this is, after all, the utmost 
that the law can give. If creditors do not care enough 
for their own interest to take this trouble, is it too much 
to expect that any legal organisation should supply the 
place of self-interest? 

The next subject which the bill deals with is the dis- 
tribution of the bankrupt’s property, and especially the 
class of persons among whom it is to be distributed. As 
to this, we find that the word “debts” is to include 
“any liability, obligation, or claim, capable of result- 
ing in a debt, or in payment of a sum of money, or of 
damages, whether liquidated or unliquidated, or in de- 
livery of money’s worth.” Itis difficult. to speak with 
confidence as to the construction of these words, and par- 
ticularly to say whether they include rights of action for 
torts or not. In the sections (28 and 29) providing for 
the distribution of the estate among creditors, the right 
to participate is limited to persons claiming debts in the 
strict sense of the term, or claiming unliquidated 
damages under contracts. But in other sections, as, for 
instance, section 34, relating to mutual credits, no such 
limitation is made. It is very desirable, therefore, that 
the vague, wild definition of “debt” which we have 
quoted from the beginning of the Act should be altered; 
or else, which we think better, that the later sections 
should be modified so as to admit persons claiming 
damages for torts to come in and have their claims 
liquidated, and prove for the amount ascertained. 

The third main branch of the law of bankruptcy dealt 
with by this bill is the consequence of the discharge of 
the bankrupt on the one hand, or his failure to obtain 
his discharge on the other. And upon this, as upon some 
other matters, we must say that the scheme of the bill 
and the scheme of the Attorney-General’s speech are 
very far from being the same. The provisions of the 
bill are shortly as follows:—If the bankrupt has given 
up all his property, and has paid ten shillings in the 
pound, he is to be entitled to his order of discharge ; and 
the order of discharge is to release him from debt prov- 
able under the bankruptcy. If he fail to pay ten 
shilling in the pound, he is not to have his discharge, 
and in such case the provisions affecting his position are 
these:—By section 11, from the date of adjudication, “ no 
creditor shall have any remedy except in manner 
directed by this Act.” By section 49, “a person who 
has been made bankrupt and has not obtained his dis- 
charge shall from and after the close of his bankruptcy 
be liable to all debt subsisting against him in the same 
manner as if no bankruptcy had taken. place, with the 
following exception’s, the exceptions being (1) that sums 
paid under the bankruptcy shall be deducted; (2) 
that any creditor may release the debtor, and the 
debtor shall thereupon become a creditor upon 
his own estate for the sum _ released; (3) “no 
portion of a debt provable under the bankruptcy 
shall be enforced against the person so made bankrupt 
until the expiration of five years from the close of the 
bankruptcy ; and during that time, if he pay to his 
creditors such additional sum as will, with the divi- 
dend paid out of his property during his bankruptcy, 
make up ten shillings in the pound, he shail be dis- 
charged, &c.; but if he shall fail to pay such addi- 
tional sum, then, at the expiration of such period of 
five years, the balance remaining due of any such debt 
may be enforced against him in the same manner as 
if no such bankruptcy had taken plaze.”” Now, what 
the meaning or effect of these provisions may be we 
are utterly unable to say. Their natural meaning is 
simply that during the time in question no action 
shall be commenced. But if this be intended it would 
be just as well to say at once that no order of discharge 
shall be necessary to release a simple contract debt ; 
for it is plain that a period beginning at adjudication 
and ending five years after the close of the bankruptey 
(whatever that may mean), will be amply sufficient to 
bar all such debts, It may be, however, that what 
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the Attorney-General means is, not that no action 
shall be brought, but that no judgment shall be 
enforced by execution.* But this is not what he says ; 
and the interpretation would be a most awkward 
one, for it would make the validity of a judgment depend 
upon subsequent circumstances, namely, the payment or 
non-payment of ten shillings in the pound within five 
years. Thirdly, it may conceivably be meant that all 
debts shall be absolutely released upon adjudication, and 
that in the case specified a wholly new cause of action 
founded upon the statute, and dating from the end of 
the five years or from some other period, shall arise. But 
this, again, is not what is said; and if this were the 
meaning intended the sections providing for and giving 
effect to the order of discharge would be quite superfluous, 
One thing only is quite clear, that these clauses cannot 
possibly be allowed to pass into law as they now stand. 

The space at our disposal has not permitted us to do 
more than consider the broader features of the proposed 
measure. There are many other points which we shall 
consider hereafter. The bill is, we believe, based upon 
sound principles, and though its present form is very 
defective, it admits of being shaped into a really useful 
Act. 

There will, as we conjectured last week, be a repeal- 
ing Act ; the separate Bill to deal with imprisonment 
for debt has just been brought in and read a first time. 





LORD ST. LEONARDS. 
[COMMUNICATED. ] 


The appearance of Lord St. Leonards as a witness in 
sapport of his own title to an estate was, in a professional 
point of view, one of the most interesting incidents that 
ever happened in a court of justice. It was natural to 
feel profound respect for the man who had placed himself 
at the head of the legal profession before the counsel en- 
gaged for and against him in the case were born. In 
knowledge of the law of real property Lord St. Leonards 
stood for forty years without a rival, and even at the great 
age which he has now attained, his mind retains enough 
force to show what vast power it must have possessed in 
his prime of manhood. He told the counsel who opposed 
him that the infirmities of eighty-eight years ought to 
excuse him from the usual processes of cross-examination, 
yet he stood without apparent fatigue, he answered with 
perfect readiness and clearness the questions of his own 
counsel, and although he could not always hear the ques- 
tions of the counsel on the other side, it may be doubted 
whether a word that fell from anybody else escaped him 
throughout the’entire progress of the case. And moreover, 
he expounded the legal doctrine, that possession is a suffi- 
cient title against a wrongdoer, with a perspicuity worthy 
of the greatest living master of the subject on which he 
spoke. 

The admiration which everybody feels for the ability 
and attainments of Lord St. Leonards must, however, be 
qualified by some regret that a mind of such singular 
vigour should have been devoted to life-long labour in a 
contracted field. He knew more, probably, of the English 
law of real property than any man of his time; but it 
may be doubted whether he knew much else. He was as 
nearly a3 possible the opposite of his contemporary 
Brougham; for whereas Brougham knew a little of 
everything, Lord St. Leonards knew a very great deal of 
one thing. The choice of his subject of study may have 
been due to accident or external influence; the ardour 
with which he pursued it was hisown, In estimating 
the character of the mind of Lord St. Leonards by his 
works, we cannot but observe an apparent want of cul- 
tare and a limited range of knowledge. To say that his 
treatises are singularly dry reading is not necessarily to 
eam’, reproach upon them, He probably had no sympathy 
with those who desire to have the path to knowledge 
male smooth and easy. He may have been incapable of 
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* See the notice of amendment, supra, in note, 





acquiring literary skill, or he may have despised it: he - 
certainly did not use it. He was more competent than 
any of his contemporaries to reform the law of real 
property; but he seems tu have been quite contented 
with it as it was. He proposed many undoubted 
improvements in that law, and carried some of them, 
but they are always mere repairs of the existing struc. 
ture, and he does not seem to have conceived the possi- 
bility of rebuilding it. There is a familiar passage in his 
treatise on Vendors and Purchasers, in which he shows. 
what he and others had done to improve the law of judg- 
ments, It may not have been his fault that after all 
was done that law was left in a very conf=sed condition, 
We all feel, as we read what Lord St. Leonards writes, 
that he was capable of making it simple and intelligible, 
Tben why did he not doso? Was he wanting in oppor- 
tunity or in sense of the necessity of the work? He 
probably knew the English system of law immeasurably 
better than any other, and his notions of improvement in 
it were always derived from within, and not from with- 
out. He examined every particle of the structure of the 
house in which he lived, but it did not often occur to him 
to walk abroad and compare it with the houses of his 
neighbours. Thus much we say, by way of criticism, of 
the results of the lifelong labour of Lord St. Leonards; 
but we say it with profound respect for his great intel- 
lectual gifts, and for his diligent and conscientious use of 
them. We may take as an example of his industry his 
treatise on Powers, of which the first edition appeared 
before 1811. The work was appropriately dedicated 
to Lord Eldon, te whom the author ascribes, what might 
afterwards have been attributed to himself, a display 
without effort, in the discharge of judicial duty, of an ex- 
tent of knowledge which the life of man appeared 
insufficient to acquire. He says, in a preface to a later 
edition published in 1836, that more than a quarter of a 
century had elapsed from the publication of this work 
when the writer suddenly found himself for the first 
time in possession of leisure. After some relaxation, 
not unmindful of the debt which he must ever owe to 
his profession, he determined to review his book, and he 
had done so to the exclusion, for a considerable period, of ' 
all other pursuits. He had throughout been animated 
by an ardent desire to improve this important branch of 
the law of real property, to which his attention was di- 
rected early in life; and he believed that a series of 
treatises, written with this object, would, with such cor- 
rections as the Legislature only can make, and which 
could seldom be well directed unless a comprehensive 
view could be readily taken of the whole subject, 
tend to place the law of property upon a better foot- 
ing. 

“Such were the ideas which Lord St. Leonards enter- 
tained of law reform, and suzh was the spirit in which 
he laboured to give them practical effect. As he stood 
last week in the Assize Court at Lewes, declining with 
characteristic warmth to produce his title-deeds, and 
declaring that he relied on his forty years’ possession 
of the disputed land, those who heard him could net 
but recall to mind what he was and what he had done. 
He now draws near the end of a singularly prolonged 
and eminently honourable career. His toil has met with 
its reward. He has planted a tree, and he has lived to 
eat the fruit thereof. 








Tux Accipenr to tux Lorp Curer Justice.—We are 
enabled to give an authentic account of the injuries sustained 
by the Lord Chief Justice from the accident which befell him 
on the race-course at Lewes on the lth inst. Directly the 
casualty occurred, Drs. Morrison and Smythe were sent for ; 
but, owing to their absence, the patient was attended by Dr. Rig- 
den, who found, on examination, that his Lordship’s right temp 

resented a severe bruise, and that in falling across the chain 
1e had fractured one of the lower ribs on the same side. There 
have been, however, no head symptoms, although the fractured 
rib still causes pain. He is making a very good recovery, and it 
is expected that in a few days he will be well enough to return 
to town.~-The Lancet. 
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RECENT DECISIONS. 


EQUITY. 

NUISANCES CREATED BY PUBLIC BopiEs. 
Attorney-General v. Colney Hatch Asylum, L. C.& L. J.S., 
17 W. R. 240. 

It is an established principle of equity that public 
bodies are not to use the powers committed to them 
by Parliament in such a manner as to injure private 
persons. When they create a nuisance in doing what 
they are empowered or even obliged to do it is no 
answer to a bill for an injunction to say that 
the nuisance is, in the present state of sanitary 
knowledge, a necessary concomitant of the opera- 
tions which they are carrying on. The Birmingham 
case, 6 W.R. 811, 4 K. & J. 528, is perhaps the strongest 
instance of this, where Vice-Chancellor Wood held that 
public works ordered by the authority of Parliament 
must be so executed as not to interfere with the rights 
of private persons, and accordingly, in deciding on the 
right of a single proprietor to an injunction to restrain 
such interference, declined to take into consideration 
the fact that the quarter of a million persons who lived 
in Birmingham would be left undrained. Placed be- 
tween the parliamentary obligation on the one hand to 
construct a complete drainage system, and the individual 
rights of restraining nuisances on the other, Boards of 
Health and similar assemblages have often, ere now, 
found themselves in a dead lock, of which the Banbury 
case, 14 W. R. 128, and the Zunbridge Wells case, ib. 
562, are familiar instances ; and as the principle was 
put in the recent case before us, the fact of the nuisance 
having been established, all the Court has to do is to 
restrain it. The only concession that the Court is com- 
petent to make is to suspend the operation of the injunc- 
tion, as it has usually done in these cases, with a view 
to enable the defendants to modify or remove the 
nuisance. Nor does delay in these cases disentitle the 
complainant to relief, as was held in the Birmingham 
ease, as well as here, because a party has no right to 
come to the court in view of prospective inquiry ; and 
delay occasioned after the nuisance is created by the pro- 
fessions of the opposite party and attempts, more or less 
futile, to remedy the evil, will not be taken into account. 
To obtain an interlocutory injunction, however, the ag- 
grieved party must proceed at once. 

There are cases which show that where the nuisance is 
the necessary and inevitable result of the exercise of 
Parliamentary powers, and the Legislature has omitted 
to provide for the compensation of the aggrieved party, 
he is without a remedy, inasmuch as the authority of 
Parliament can be pleaded for the creation of the nui- 
sance, provided the works be constructed with ordinary 
skill. In Boulton vy. Crowther, 2 B. & C. 703, the trus- 
tees of a turnpike-road had banked up the highway past 
the plaintiff’s premises, and thereby obstructed the en- 
trance from the highway to his grounds; and it was 
held that, the Act not providing for satisfaction in cases 
where no land had been taken, the trustees were not 
liable for the damages caused by their act, inasmuch as 
it was not proved that they had acted oppressively, And 
it was emphatically laid own in Zhe British Cast Plate 
Company v. Meredith, 4 T. R. 794, that where the Act 
gives express power to do an act, and those who are em- 
powered to do it have not exceeded their power, they are 
not liable to any action for having done it. 

Where, however, the act complained of is not a neces- 
sary consequence of the exercise of the powers conferred 
on those who do the act, as in the case before us, a very 
different principle applies. It could not be inferred that 
Parliament, in giving power to erect a vast lunatic 
asylum, had any intention that the sulliage of the in- 
mates should be thrown over the adjacent land, or that 
such a result was the necessary inevitable consequence 
of the erection of the asylum. So that where the nui- 
sance is not expressly legalised, it is no answer to a suit 





to restrain it that the operations which create it are 
carried on under Parliamentary authority, and in the 
only possible way. There is, however, a class of cases 
which should be carefully distinguished, as they at first 
sight point to an opposite conclusion. 

In R. v. Peose, 4 B. & Ad. 30, the Stockton and 
Darlington Railway Company, whose line of railway 
was constructed parallel to the highway with a view to 
horse traction only, were empowered by an Act of Par- 
liament to use, and did use, locomotive power. The 
consequent annoyance to travellers on the road (for in 
those days no horse would face a locomotive in motion) 
led to the company being indicted for the nuisance. The 
case was argued by the late Judge Ordinary and Sir F. 
Pollock, and the Court held that, since the words of 
the Act authorising the use of engines were unqualified, 
the Legislature must be taken to have contemplated 
and sanctioned the necessary results of such use. A 
decision, we may remark, which attributes somewhat 
of prescience to the Legislature, inasmuch as what the 
effect of locomotives in this respect might be was 
wholly unknown at the time when the first Act 
for the employment of locomotives on railways 
passed. In 2. v. Russell, 6 B. & C. 566, also, the 
erection of staiths on a navigable river for loading 
ships with coals was justified, Lord Tenterden dissentiente, 
on an indictment for a nuisance thereby occasioned, 
Both these cases proceed on the ground of countervailing 
advantage. The use of locomotives for the transporta- 
tion of goods and minerals, the use of staiths for load- 
ing ships with coals, were deemed to be a greater bene- 
fit to the public generally than the corresponding injury 
occasioned by their use. The question of public con- 
venience, however, will only be allowed to influence the 
decision where there is no serious or irreparable injury 
to private property, and where the question is not be- 
tween an aggrieved proprietor and a public bedy, as in 
the present case, but between two sections of the general 
public. 

An attempt was made by the defendants in this case 
to bring the case within the influence of those cases in 
which the Court refuses to order the performance of an 
Act, on the simple ground of its impossibility. Lord 
Hatherley observed that undoubtedly there were such 
cases of impossibility ; the Court for instance, though it 
would restrain the felling of timber, would not order a 
defendant to replace the trees when felled, because that 
would be to order a physical impossibility. But in asewage 
case there was no such physical impossibility, because it 
was always physically possible (though it might be in- 
convenient) for the deiendants to cease the nuisance. 





COMMON LAW. 
NECESSARIES FOR INFANTS. 
Ryder v. Wombwell, Ex.Ch., 17 W. R. 167. 

We noticed this case (ante 112) as soon as the judg- 
ment was delivered, and we now purpose only to sum- 
marize briefly the law laid down in the judgment. 

Two questions were before the Court of Exchequer 
Chamber,—first, whether there was evidence on which 
the jury at the trial might properly find that certain 
articles of jewellery were necessaries for the defendant, 
who was an infant when they were supplied, or whether 
there ought to have been a nonsuit, Secondly, whether 
certain evidence was admissible which was tendered to 
show that the articles in question were not necessaries, 
because the defendant was already sufliciently supplied 
with articles of the same kind. 

The principle laid down by the Court in dealing with 
the first question, is that “the judge must determine 
whether the case is such as to cast on the plaintiff the 
onus of proving that the articles are within the exeep- 
tion ” (i.e, are necessaries), “and then whether there is 
any suflicient evidence to satisfy that onus.” The judg- 
mont goes on, “it is enough for the decision of the case 





that such articles as are here described” (ie, expensive 
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jewellery) “are not primd facie necessary for maintaining 
@ young man in any station of life, and that the burthen 
lay upon the plaintiff to give evidence of something 
peculiar making them necessaries in this special case’ 
and that he has given no evidence at all to this effect,” 
and they held, therefore, that on this ground a nonsuit 
ought to be entered. The judgment also points out that 
in deciding whether or not there ought to be a nonsuit, 
it is not enough that there is a scintilla of evidence in 
order to justify a judge in leaving a question to the jury, 
but there “ must be evidence on which the jury might 
reasonably and properly find ” the fact in dispute. 

The Court did not decide the second question, but con- 
tented themselves with observing that “it is a question 
of some nicety, and the authorities are by no means uni- 
form.” 





JURISDICTION OF ENGLISH COURTS OVER CRIME COM- 
MITTED ON ENGLIsH SHIPS IN FOREIGN COUNTRIES. 
Reg v. Anderson, C.C.R., 17 W. R., 208. 

Every country has criminal jurisdiction over all 
crimes committed within its territories, whether the of- 
fenders are its subjects or foreigners, and this jurisdic- 
tion extends to all its vessels, whether the - property of 
the State or of private individuals. Every person on 
board an English ship is as much subject to English law 
as if he were in the United Kingdom. As long as 
vessels are on the high seas, no difficulty can arise in 
applying this doctrine, as there can be no conflict of 
jurisdictions. The vessel and her crew must be subject 
to the laws of the country to which she belongs, or to 
no law at all. When crimes are committed on board 
vessels in foreign ports or rivers, difficult questions may 
arise as to what is the proper tribunal for the punish- 
meut of the criminals. 

In the first piace there is a clear distinction between 
vessels of war and merchant vessels. The former, 
wherever they may be, whether on the high seas or in 
foreign parts, are regarded as absolutely forming part of 
the territory of the country to which they belong, and 
consequently those on board are subject to the laws of 
that country only. If acts are committed on board 
which disturb the peace of a port or are otherwise in 
contravention of the laws of the country where the 
vessel is, it becomes a question for diplomatic action, and 
complaint must be made to the government which 
employs the vessel. No country claims any jurisdiction 
over the crews of vessels of war of another country 
for crimes committed on board those vessels, although 
committed within its territories. 

The rule respecting merchant vessels is different. 
Their crews are always subject to the law of the 
vessel’s country, but when abroad, and not on the high 
seas, they are also subject to the jurisdiction of the 
country within which the vessels may happen to be. 

In Leg. v. Anderson a question arose as to the juris- 
diction of the Central Criminal Court over a crime com- 
mitted on board an English vessel within French terri- 
tory. An American subject, one of the crew of an Eng- 
lish vessel, was indicted at the Central Criminal Court 
for murder on board the vessel whilst she was in the 
river Garonne, about ninety miles from the sea, and 
where the tide flows. He was found guilty of man- 
slaughter, subject to the question for the Court of Crown 
Cases Reserved, whether the Central Criminal Court had 
jurisdiction to try him, It was argued for the prisoner 
that as he was not a British subject, and as the crime 
was within the jurisdiction of the French courts, the 
courts in England had no jurisdiction to try him. The 
prosecution admitted that the crime was committed in 
the French Empire, and was therefore subject to the 
French law, and that the person was of course subject 
to the law of his own country; but they contended that 
he was also subject to English law, as he was one of the 
crew of an English vessel. 

The Court took this view, and held that the person was 








properly tried at the Central Criminal Court, as the crime 
was within the old jurisdiction of the Admiralty Court, 
which is now exercised by the Central Criminal Court, 
The decision is not put upon the broadest, and what 
would seem to be the most satisfactory ground—viz,, 
that all persons on board English ships are subject to 
English law, wherever the ships may be, but is based 
solely on the fact that the crime would formerly have 
been within an old and now obsolete jurisdiction which 
has since been conferred on the Central Criminal Court. 
If, therefore, a crime were committed on a vessel not then 
within the old Admiralty jurisdiction, this case would not 
be conclusive to show the liability of the criminal to be 
tried in England, although it is probable that such 
liability would be held to exist. 

There was a further point in this case as to the con- 
struction of 17 & 18 Vict. c. 104, s. 267, which provides 
for the punishment of offences committed abroad by any 
master, seaman, or apprentice, of any British ship. The 
prosecution argued that this section applied to all persons, 
whether British subjects or not. The Commissioner did 
not decide this point, and none of the learned judges ex- 
pressed any opinion upon it, except Chief Justice Bovill, 
who said that he thought the section extended to 
foreigners serving on board British vessels as well as 
to British subjects. 

This section applies to almost all cases that are likely 
to occur of crimes committed abroad by any British sub- 
ject who belongs to the crew of any English vessel, and it 
may be that persons not British subjects come within its 
provisions, 

The old common law rules will, however, still apply to 
offences committed on British vessels by persons not 
forming part of the crew, and in this class of cases Reg. 
yv. Anderson will be an important authority. 








REVIEWS. 


A Scheme of County Administration: embracing the Manage- 
ment of the Poor, the Highways, and the County Finances, 
With Notes and Explanations, By a County Magistrate. 
London: Longmans & Cv. 

The author of this scheme lays down the following 
positions:—That at present the justices have little more 
than an administrative control over the county expenditure, 
and no enactive power. ‘That it is a fallacy to say that the 
justices are responsible to no one for extravagance or economy 
in the administration of the trust committed to them, they 
being, as landowners, directly interested in the matter, 
and with “a lively remembrance that every penny 
of county rate is, sooncr or later, another name for a penny 
of income tax. ‘That occupiers have but little to complain 
of on the ground of uncertainty of the amount of county 
rate, as against the owners, as represented by the quarter 
sessions, though they may have, especially the long lease- 
holders, as against Parliament. He thinks that, on some other 
matters, the converse is hardly to be said in favour of the 
occupiers themselves. Z.g.—the highways. He says that 
though the Act of 1836 aimed at abolishing statute labour, 
it has by no means been abolished in practice, as anyone 
who understands parish procedure, the manner and the true 
interpretation of the money columns in the annual accounts, 
can testify. The occupiers prefer paying in refuse labour 
and material, whether wanted just then or not, to paying in 
cash; to keep up which system a “ squeezable”’—1.¢., an 
ignorant and ill-paid—surveyor is requisite ; therefore the 
larger number of ratepayers do not favour the new High- 
way Act, which, if carried out in its integrity, would stop 
this system, and thus the Act is “strangled. What 
the author has said of the highways, as between land- 
owner and occupier, he affirms of the poor law arrange- 
ment as between the public and the ratepayers. He attri- 
butes the dissatisfaction and inefficiency in all these 
cases to one and the same causo—“ that the interests con- 
cerned being those of real and personal property combined, 
both ought to be represented ; and that now sometimes the 
one only and sometimes the other only is in the position to 
be so.” In the quarter sessions landowners only are repre- 
sented, and that in an unsatisfactory manner; in the high- 
way and guardian boards only occupiers, the ex officio presence 
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of the justices being discountenanced, and therefore not kept 
up. [But is it not neglect of duty on the part of the justices 
bi they do not attend ?]} 
The author then propounds his remedy—viz., that the 
interests of both owners and occupiers should be directly 
resented ; but in order to effect this, he requires “an 
alteration in the incidenee of rateability, namely, that half 
should fall on owner and half on occupier.” He then sub- 
mits a considered scheme for elaborating the altered system 
of county administration. This we must leave the reader to 
examine for himself. We have simply epitomised what the 
guthor has to say on an important subject ; the pamphlet is 
ed in a very temperate and readable style, and will be 
Fund worth perusal by those of every shade of opinion on 
the matter. 


Revue de Droit International et de Legislation comparée publice. 
Par MM. T. N. C. Asser, Avocat et Professeur de Droit 
a4 Amsterdam; G. Roiin-Jacauemyns, Avocat pres la 
Cour d’Appel 4 Gaud; J. Westiaxz, Barrister-at-Law 
a Londres. Avec la collaberation de plusieurs juriscon- 
OR et hommes d’etat. London: Williams & Norgate. 

0, 4. 

The scheme of which the publication under notice is the 
first-fruits is one of considerable novelty and considerable 
importance, and has for its object, in the first place, to dis- 
cuss the pending questions of international law ; and, in the 
second, to compare the progress of legislation in one country 
with that in other countries. Neither of these objects de- 
mands the least apology. International law is assuming an 
importance far greater than it used formerly to have, when, 
practically, England dictated rules of international law to 
the rest of Europe. While the ignorance of practising law- 
yers in one state of everything except the fundamental rules 
of the law in force in other states, even if their knowledge is 
thus extensive, would be ludicrous were it not melancholy. 
How far the Review will be successful in this country re- 
mains to be seen, but if it fails it will be from two circum- 
stances, which the editors cannot possibly control, viz., that 
it is written in French, and that the lawyers who study law 
for law's sake are not a very numerous body. 

The editors seem to have gathered around them a strong 
body of contributors, in England, America, Russia, Belgium, 
Holland, France, Italy, Prussia, and Switzerland, but the 
names of the foreign contributors are not well known in 
this country. This is simply because an English lawyer 
can hardly give the names of half-a-dozen living colleagues 
on the continent. The articles in the first number of 
the Review are full of interest. Mr. Westlake’s contri- 
bution is upon “ Naturalization, and expatriation on the 
change of domicil,’’ which will be read with interest in 
connection with the newly-published report of the Naturali- 
zation Commission. M. Rolin-Jacquemyns contributes “A 
chronicle of international law,’’ in which he treats of the 
Alabama claims, the Abyssinian war, the treaty between the 
United States and China, the Cretan question, and other 
subjects of passing interest. But he shines more brightly 
in his essay upon ‘‘ The study of comparative legislation,” 
which offers intrinsic evidence of deep thought and wide 

ing. Speaking of the international ignorance of each 
other's legislation which characterizes the differeat European 
states, he says, “If such errors are possible with statesmen 
in spite of their exceptional sources of information, how can 
they be otherwise than frequent with the mass of lawyers. 

And if the legislation of the great European states is little 

known beyond their boundaries, what can we say of the 

legislation of the states of less size when sometimes the ob- 
stacle of the language is superadded to all others. To say 
nothing of Belgium, which has just reformed her entire 
penal code, and a portion of her commercial code, and which 
1s about to revise her codes of civil and criminal procedure, 
what do we know of Switzerland, where twenty-two peoples, 
united in one state, associated but not amalgamated, pos- 
sessing so many legal systems, some modern, progressive, 
and even given to the most daring innovations; others, 
works of the past, bearing still upon them the marks of 

eir origin, and still half barbarous? What do we know 
of Holland, which, since 1848, has been waiting patiently, 
and not without success, in spite of certain passing crises, 
to solve questions of the deepest importance, such as 

National education, ministerial responsibilities, &c.? What 

of Denmark, of Sweden, and of Norway, countries whore an 

agricultural population, intelligent and calm, has freed 
itself, or is freeing itself gradually, from the narrow bounds 








imposed by effete institutions ? What of Portugal, where a 
legion of jurists has brought about vast legal reforms?” 
Passages like these convey a certain sense of humiliation, by 
opening the reader’s eyes to the extent of his ignorance. 
lf the Review can diffuse the necessary information on 
these points it will do a good work. 
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Vice-CHANCELLOR JAMES. 
The Earl of Dundonald v. Masterman. 


Liability of a firm of solicitors to account for the moneys of 
a client appropriated by a defaulting partner, who, on behalf of 
his firm, had had sole conduct of the client’s affairs. 

The bill in this case was filed for the purpose of making 
two members of a firm of solicitors liable for certain 
moneys of the plaintiff received by a third member of the 
firm, who had absconded and applied a large portion of such 
moneys to his own purposes. It appeared that in 1864 the 
plaintiff was very much pressed by his creditors, and was 
anxious to relieve himself from his embarrassments by 
realizing certain assets which comprised claims in respect of 
an estate in Trinidad under contract of sale to a petroleum 
company, and aiso his interest in the unsatisfied claims of his 
father, Admiral Lord Cochrane, against the Brazilian 
Government. Under these circumstances, he applied to 
the defendants’ firm of Masterman, Upfill, & Brutton, with 
whom he had had no previous transactions, to undertake the 
management and settlement of his affairs. They under- 
took the business, and Mr. Brutton was the member 
of the firm who had almost exclusive conduct of the 
plaintiff's affairs. As part of the arrangements made for 
the settlement of his affairs, the plaintiff executed trust 
deeds vesting his Trinidad and Brazilian property upon 
trust for the benefit of his creditors in Messrs. Masterman 
and Brutton, in order to keep the entire management and 
control within the firm of which they were members. The 
various transactions between the plaintiff and Brutton were 
very complicated ; in the upshot, Brutton, having in course of 
the business received large sums of money, absconded. The 
question now raised was whether this money was received by 
Brutton in his individual capacity as a confidential adviser 
of the plaintiff, or as a member of the firm in performance 
of business which the firm was employed to undertake and 
for which they had charged in their bills of costs ; é.e., in 
effect, whether the loss should fall upon the plaintiff, or 
upon the innocent partners of the defaulter, Messrs. Master- 
man and Upfill. 

Amphlett, Q.C., and W. H. G. Bagshawe, for the plaintiff. 

Garth, Q.C., and Cottrell, for the defendant Masterman. 

Druce, Q.C., and Freeman, for the defendant Upfill. 

James, V.C., stated the facts, referring especially to the 
bills of costs made out by the firm against Lord Dundonald 
in respect of the transactions in question. He said, how- 
ever hard it might be on the innocent partners, it was im- 
possible to treat the money paid to Bratton in the course 
of the professional business relating to the plaintiff's 
affairs, which was undoubtedly the professional busi- 
ness of the firm, under professional advice which was 
undoubtedly the advice of the firm, as paid other- 
wise than to the firm. It was surely within the ordi- 
nary every-day practice of a firm of solicitors to re- 
ceive moneys from a client for the purpose of satisfying 
the demands of the creditors whom they were employed to 
arrange with. It was surely within the ordinary every- 
day practice of a firm of solicitors and attorneys to receive 
from a client, an executor, moneys, sometimes to pay the 
demands of Government, and sometimes to pay into court— 
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in short, to receive money for any specific purpose connected 
with the professional business they have in hand. In this 
particular case the firm, through Mr. Brutton, had received 
the money. If it was within the ordinary business of the 

so to receive moneys, cadit qguestio; for what one 
partner dees in the ordinary business of the firm is done by 
the firm. Of course, it was possible that a client might so 
have acted as to preclude himself from enforcing sach 
liability against the other members; but in this case how 
was it possible to attribute any such acts to Lord 
Dundonald ? He was in Brazil, and could not 
be prejndicially affected by the fact that his 
wife endorsed the bill to the member of the firm, through 
whom the firm advised and directed her what she ought to 
do with that bill. It was unfortunate, no doubt, for the 
other members of the firm. But that was a misfortune 
which arose from their original confidence in Brutton. They 
held him out to the world as a person for whom they were 
responsible. All the profit arising from the transaction by 
him of the plaintiff's business resulted to the firm, and the 
firm must bear the consequence of any miscarriage by him, 
whether by negligence or dishonesty in the conduct of the 
business. The decree would be that the deferdants were 
jointly liable for all moneys of the plaintiff which came 
into Brutton’s hands with an account on that footing. With 
respect to all moneys that had been paid in to the account 
of the trustees the defendants were entitled to be discharged 
As the plaintiff had succeeded and the defendants had 
failed, the defendants must pay the costs of suit. 





JUDGES’ CHAMBERS, CAMBRIDGE. 
(Before Wigs, J.) 
March 22.— Withdrawal of Election Petitions. 

The sitting members, Mr. Torrens and Mr. Fowler, at- 
tended yesterday before Mr. Justice Willes, at Chambers, 
on the application to withdraw the petition presented 
against their return. 

Mr. Buck (Baxter, Rose, & Norton), for the petitioners, 
read an affidavit that the evidence was found to be insufli- 
cient to support the allegation in the petition. 

Mr. Cole, for the sitting members, made the usual affidavit 
that there was no corrupt motive in the withdrawal, and 
complained of the charges of treating, bribery, and intimi- 
dation set forth in the petition. 

Mr. Torrens, in his affidavit, stated that the petition had 
been induced by the defeat of Mr. Powell, one of the can- 
didates at the last election. 

Mr. Buck objected to the attack made on Mr. Powell by 
Mr. Torrens in his affidavit. 

Wuues, J., said it was unusual, and, as the sitting mem- 
bers were present, had better be expunged. 

An affidavit was also produced by the agent of the sitting 
members to show that there was no ground for the petition. 

Mr. Torrens, M.P., thenaddressed his Lordship, stating that 
there was no pretence for any of the allegations in the peti- 
tion. | He had contested the place three times, and neither 
by himself or his agent had he treated or bribed any one. 
He thought, when the new Act was amended, that there 
should be some protection afforded to members by requiring 
an oath to be taken before a petition was filed ; and further, 
a8 in some revenue cases where there was not probable 
ground, that the parties should be liable to double costs. 

Mr. Fowler, M.P., also addressed his Lordship, urging 
that some alteration was required in the law before such alle- 
gations were allowed to be made in a petition, both for the 
sake of the public and the members. The charges were 
libels on the constituents who voted and on the members 
who were returned, and remained some months before the 
public. He had been most scrupulous as to the expenses in 

‘ not to give the least ground for the assertions con- 
tained in the petition. 

Wutes, J , said he should make the usual order in the 
case, and the respondents’ costs would be paid. He had 
the satisfaction in this case, as he had had in others, of 
hearing the statements of the sitting members. He was 
not prepared to make at the present time any suggestions as 
an alteration in the law, but would be ready to afford any 
assistance in his power, but could not be expected to give 
any reasons for his decisions. As to a commission in the 
first instance, before a trial, as had been suggested, some- 
what analogous to 4 grand jury, he thought that would be 
a very expensive affair, and would prolong the case. Each 
should be heard as quickly as possible, and not prolonged, 








as it would be under a commission. He would give hig 
best consideration if Parliament should require any informa. 
tion from him. 

Order to withdraw the petition. 








APPOINTMENTS. 


Mr. Waurrtey Sroxes, barrister-at-law, has been ap- 
pointed Secretary to the Government of India in the Legis. 
lative Department, which has just been organised. Mp, 
Stokes was called to the Bar in Iveland in Michaelmas 
Term, 1853, and became a member of the Inncr Temple in 
November, 1855. He has been for several years secretary to 
the Legislative Council of India, and will now have the 
status of a secretary to the Indian Government, and the 
inititation of all legislative measures to be laid before the 
Council. The University of Dublin, where Mr. Stokes was 
educated, lately conferred on him the honorary degree of 
LL.-. He is a son of Dr. Stokes, an eminent medical 
practitioner of Dublin. 


Mr. Francis R. Braprorp, formerly Crown Solicitor at 
the Mauritius, has been appointed Registrar of the Supreme 
Court of the Island of Penang, in the East Indies. Mr, 
Bradford was originally in the 2nd Battalion of the 5th 
Fusiliers; in January, 1862, he was appointed head clerkin 
the despatch branch of the colonial secretary’s office at the 
Mauritius, and has been Crown solicitor for that colony 
since July, 1863. 


Mr. Epwin Force, solicitor and proctor, of Exeter, hag 
been appointed Chapter Clerk to the Dean and Chapter of 
Exeter Cathedral, in the room of Mr. Ralph Barnes,deceased, 
Mr. Force, who was certificated in Easter Term, 1836, is 
also Clerk to the Income-tax Commissioners, and Registrar 
of the Consistory Court of the diocese of Exeter ; he likewise 
acts as a Commissioner to administer oaths, and a Commis- 
sioner for taking affidavits in all the Irish courts. 


Mr. Epwin J. Anruony has been appointed Clerk to the 
Commissioners of Land, Assessed, and Income Taxes for the 
Helston district, in Cornwall, in the place of the late Mr. 
Arundel Rogers, solicitor. 


Mr. Joun Bown, solicitor, of Lichfield, has been elected 
Clerk to the Lichfield Board of Guardians, which office was 
rendered vacant by the death of Captain Dyott. Mr. Bown 
was certificated as an attorney in Michaelmas Term, 1858. 


Mr. Rosert Samvuet Hawkins, solicitor, of Oxford, has 
been elected Clerk to the Police Committee of that city. 
Mr. Hawkins’ certificate as a solicitor is dated Trinity 
Term, 1856, and he is a partner in the Oxford firm of 
Morrell & Hawkins. 


Mr. Witu1am TrytHatt, of Penzance, Cornwall, has been 
appointed a Commissioner to administer oaths in Chancery 


Mr. Danret Cuarxz, of High Wycombe, Bucks, has 
been appointed a Perpetual Commissioner for taking the 
acknowledgments of deeds by married women in and for the 
county of Bucks. 

Mr. Witi1am Smitx, solicitor, of Stockport, has been 
elected a member of the Stockport Town Council, as repre- 
sentative of the Middle Ward of that borough. Mr. Smith 
was certificated in Hilary Term, 1856. 








GENERAL CORRESPONDENCE. 


Hvusnanp anp Wire—Cvustopy or CHILpREN—ATTESTING 
WITNESS. 

Sir,—In answer to the queries of your correspondent 
“T. C. 8.” in your impression of March 18th (p. 379, 
and at present unanswered), I beg to offer the follow- 
ing :— 

1. I think the husband could so remove his children (they 
being infants), notwithstanding the mutual deed to the 
contrary, for the mother has no legal power over her chil- 
dren in the father's lifetime—at least as against the father 
—unless they have been delivered to her care by order of 
the Court of Chancery or of the Divorce Court (2 Steph. 


Com, 301, Macq. 174). Again, a contract by the husband 
to transfer his rights and duties respecting his children to 


his wife is contrary to public policy, and therefore void, and 
will not be enforced (Vansittart v. Vansittart, 4 K. & J. 62, 











= One, 


at an ce ene team & mits ©  etanete wets Sf Oo A 














Mar. 27,1869. THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & REPORTER. 421 











6 W. R. 282, affirmed on app.,6 W. R. 386; Walrond v. 
Walrond, 1 Johns. 18, 7 W. R. 33). 

2. The Wills Act, s. 15, enacts that if any person—to 
whose wife or husband the testator has made any beneficial 
devise legacy, &c.—shall attest the execution of his will, 
the devise to such person, or to the wife or husband of such 
person, or any person claiming under such person, wife, or 
husband, shall be null and void. Now, applying this enact- 
ment to the case given by “'T. C.S.,” A.’s life estate fails, 
because he attested the will. His wife B.’s life estate fails, 
because she is wife of the attesting witness; but the re- 
mainder in fee to C. and D. as joint tenants expectant on 
the decease of A. and B. respectively, would, I think, be 

od, and the devise would not fail because void in part, 
ut would vest the land in C. and D, jointly immediately 
on the testator’s decease, the previous life estates having 
failed, just as if A. and B. had both died before the testator, 
in which case (unless, indeed, A. were “child or other 
issue” under section 33) the limitation in remainder would, 
having taken effect and been merely accelerated by the 
circumstances. I have searched for authorities, but have 
not been able to find a reported decision “on all fours” with 
the case stated by “'T. C. 8.” A Svupscriper. 

March 23. 

P.S.—If the devise failed ‘n toto, it would, under section 
25, fallinto the residue ; so that the only event in which 
A. could take anything would be as “heir-at-law” under an 
intestacy—i.e., if testator appointed no residuary devisee, 
fcr if he happened to be residuary devisee himself he 
would be no more entitled than under the original specific 
devise. 





Savrr v. Srarr. 

Sir,—1 observe your correspondent “J. L.” (at p. 399) 
inquires as to plaintiff’s costs. 

Surely no one can doubt her right to receive “party and 
party ” costs against the defendants, including therein the 
costs of a special jury, if a certificate for special jury was 
applied for and granted. 

The costs must be taxed on the higher scale in use in the 
superior courts. ie J. B. 


Sir,—In reply to the letter in this days Solicitors’ 
Journal hereon I beg to say that the plaintiff will have to 
pay the taxed costs of the issues found against her, and also 
all costs beyond her taxed costs which will not be allowed 
as between party and party, and which in this cause no doubt 
will be very considerable. J. ALLBERRY. 





Foormarks IN EvmeEnce. 

Sir,—Having read an extract from your article on “ Foot- 
marks in Evidence,’ it struck meas singular that no one 
has suggested (that I know of) the simple plan of pouring 
plaster of Paris into the impression on the ground, which 
when set might be taken up and any earth adhering thereto 
carefully washed away so as to leave a perfect copy of the 
sole of the boot or shoe, and the two might be produced in 
court and compared. 

If you think this hint worth making public, you are wel- 
come to it. Henry Backnovse. 

Prestbury, Macclesfield. 





An EncRroACHMENT. 

Sir,—I beg to call your attention to the enclosed circular 
which seems to have been extensively circulated, and to 
which, I think, the attention of the Incorporated Law 
Society should be drawn. Jamgs 8S, Coxe. 

16, Northumberland-street, Strand, March 25. 

[Our correspondent encloses the circular of an “ Auction, 
Accountant, and General Business Agency Office,” the pro- 
prietor of which proffers temporary advances coupled with 
proper advice. The circular also, besides various items of 
auctioneers’ and accountants’ business (to which there is no 
objection) comprises the following :— 

“Advice to parties desirous of making arrangements 
with their creditors, and bondsmen obtained as security 
when required. For this purpose my services will be found 
of great advantage.” 

“The collection of debts, rents, &c., and the legal enforee- 
ment of payment of same. 

“* In addition to the above, Mr, — undertakes the preparation 
of agreements, leases, bonds, indentures of apprenticeship, wills, 
Partnerships, conveyances, and all ordinary legal documents, at 
moderate charges. ] 





PARLIAMENT AND LEGISLATION. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 

March 19.—County Expenditure.—On the motion of Mr. 
Henniker-Major, an address was agreed to for a return of 
the sums expended in the various counties in England and 
Wales, levied on the county rate during the year 1867, 
showing separately the total expenditure in each county, 
and the portion of the above so spent under statute, over 
which the local authority have no control, and that over 
which they have an independent control, &e. 

The Irish Church Bili—The adjourned debate on the 
second reading was resumed and again adjourned. 

The Enclosure Awards (County Palatine of Durham) Bill 
—On the order for the second readirg, 

Mr. Ayrton said there would be no objection to the bill 
passing that stage if it were understood that it must be 
materially altered in committee. by striking out a clause 
which provided that the Treasury should give compensa- 
tion to some gentlemen who performed local functions. 
He would suggest that the hon. member in charge of the 
bill should communicate with the hon. member for Durham 
and arrange with him what was to be done. 

Mr. C. Bentinck said he should be glad to do so, 
and to take the second reading on the understanding men- 
tioned. 

The bill was then read a second time. 

Parliamentary and Municipal Elections.—On the motions 
of Mr. Morrison and Mr. Noel it was agreed to increase the 
number of members of the Select Committee on this subject 
to twenty-three, and to add Mr. Fawcett and Mr. Edward 
Egerton to the committee. 

Imprisonment for Debt.—A Dill by the Attorney-General 
was read a first time. 

Registration of Voters—On the motion of Mr. Vernon 
Harcourt it was agreed that the Select Committee on this 
subject consist of the following members:—Sir S. Northcote, 
Mr. Lefevre, Viscount Sandon, Mr. Rathbone, Mr. Collins, 
Mr. Dilke, Mr. Bourke, Mr. Morley, Mr. Wheelhouse, Mr. 
Candlish, Mr. Pemberton, Mr. Wentworth Beaumont, Mr. 
Goldney, Mr. Hodgkinson, and Mr. Harcourt. Power te 
send for persons, papers, and records; five to be the 
quorum. 


March 22.—The Irish Church Bill.—The adjourned debate 
on the second reading was resumed by Sir Roundell Palmer, 
who, while recognising no ground for the existence in Ire- 
land of a Church Establishment, and dissenting emphati- 
cally from the idea that to sever the political relations be- 
tween Church and State is an act of national apostacy, 
objected, with equal emphasis, to coupling disestablishment 
with disendowment. 

March 23.—The Irish Church Bill—The adjourned de- 
bate on the second reading was concluded. 

On a division the second reading was carried by a majority 
of 368 to 250. Mr. Gladstone then fixed the committee for 
April 1. 

The Lands Clauses Consolidation Act Amendment Bill was 
read a third time and passed. 








FOREIGN TRIBUNALS & JURISPRUDENCE 


AMERICA. 
Supreme Court, New York. 

In Belmont v. Erie Railway Company, a suit by a stock- 
holder to restrain directors from using certain stock as 
ultra vires, the Court, per Cardozo, J., adopts the principle 
laid down by Vice-Chancellor Wood in Filder v. London, 
Brighton, and South Coast Railway Company, 1 H. & M. 
489, as to illusory suits for such objects, and cites to the 
same effect an American case of Waterbury v. Merchants’ 
Union and Express Company, 50 Barb. 157. 

Coin contracts to be paid in coin.—Butler vy, Horwitz.—An 
appeal to the Supreme Court, by writ of error, from the 
Court of Common Pleas of Baltimore, has furnished the 
occasion of a further interpretation by the Court of the 
last resort of the question as to the competency of Tegal 
tender currency (greenbacks) to discharge a debt payable In 
coin, 

Cnase, C.J., in a clear opinion, affirms the previous de- 
cision in the like case of Bronson v. Rodes, that the creditor 
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is entitled to be paid under such contracts in the kind of 
meney for which he stipulated, and cannot be forced to 
accept legal tender notes.— Baltimore Law Transcript. 





Statutory Limitations. 

It it not understood that a statute of limitation 
rums against a possessor of real estate, but it runs 
against him who is out of pessession. So aches can- 
not be imputed to one in the peaceable and un- 

isturbed possession of land, for delay in resorting to a 
court of equity to correct a mistake in the description 
of the premises in one of the conveyances through which 
his title must be deduced. In this case the deed which con- 
tained the misdescription of ‘the premises was made in 
March, 1841. A remote grantee obtained a deed in Feb- 
ruary, 1858, and went into possession, which he held undis- 
turbed until about June, 1863, when the heirs of the grantor, 
who made the deed in 1841, brought ejectment against him, 
and recovered, the party in possession seeking un the trial 
to defend under the title derived through a sale of the land, 
by the administration of the plaintiff's ancestor. On error, 
that judgment in ejectment was affirmed. The defendant 
in ejectment then took a new trial under the statute, and 
filed his bill to correct the mistake in the deed of 1841. 
The bill was entertained and the relief granted, notwith- 
standing the objection that the complainant was guilty 
of Jeches in not seeking the correction at an earlier day. 
Mills v. Lockwood, 42 Illinois Reports. 








SOCIETIES AND INSTITUTIONS. 


LAW SLUDENTS’ DEBATING SOCIETY. 

At the meeting of this society held at the Law Institu- 
tion, Chancery-lane, on Tuesday last, Mr. Warmington in 
the chair, the question for discussion was, ‘‘ When the 
lessor’s want of title appears on the face of the lease, is the 
lessee, who has entered into possession, estopped from deny- 
ing the demise?” Pargeter v. Harris, 7 Q. B. 708,15 L. 
J. Q. B. 113; Morton v. Woods, 16 W.R. 979. Mr. Kent 
opened the debate. 

The next meeting of the society will be on Tuesday, the 
6th proxime, of which due notice will be given in our ad- 
vertising columns. Several important measures affecting the 
society will then be brought forward. 





BIRMINGHAM LAW STUDENTS’ SOCIETY. 


At the ordinary meeting of this society, held onthe 17th 
inst., Mr.8. Balden, jun., in the chair, a very animated and 
interesting discussion took place upon the moot point.—“Is 
the dramatising of a novel an infringment of the author's 
copyright 7’ The affirmative.was supported by Messrs. G. 
T. Smith, Clarke and Lee, and the ive by Messrs. Croft, 
Darling, Heeley, and Hornblower, and was decided in the 
negative. It is pleasing to find that at every meeting dur- 
ing the present session a barrister or solicitor in the town 
or neighbourhood has consented to take the chair, and so 
show an interest in the proceedings of this very useful 
society. 











OBITUARY. 


MR. WILLIAM MICHELL. 

The Registrarship of the Vice-Warden’s Court of the 
Stannaries of Cornwall and Devon has become vacant by 
the demise of Mr. William Michell, barrister-at-law, who 
expired suddenly at Newquay on the 19th of March. The 
deceasel gentlernan was the only son of Mr. William 
Michell, of Truro, and was sixty-five years of age at the 
time of his death. He was called to the Bar in 1830, and 
— for some years as a conveyancing counsel at Truro ; 
put on the resuscitation of the Stannaries Court, in 1837, 
he was appointed its Registrar, in which office he continued 
for the remainder of his life. It seems that he had over- 
tasked his physical strength in the performance of his 
duties, which had become exceedingly eee since the 
introduction of winding-up suits. He was twice married. 


MR. HENRY BROWN, 
We have to announce the death of Mr. Henry Brown, 
solicitor, of Wakefield, Yorkshire. Mr. Brown began his 
Jega) career in the office of Mr. James Nicholson, of Leeds, 
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and took out his attorney’s certificate in Hilary Term, 1829.. 
About the year 1830 he commenced practice at Wakefield, 
and was originally a partner with Mr. S. F. Harrison. 
For many years he was clerk to the Commissioners of 
Assessed Taxes, and on receiving a further appointment 
under the Property and Income-tax Act, he carried on his 
practice alone. Mr. Brown was on three different occasions 
called upon to fill the office of Mayor of Wakefield, and his 
legal knowledge rendered him a useful addition to the 
magisterial bench. He was twice married. A few years 
ago he sustained a great affliction in the death of his son, 
who, though suffering from blindness, was a young gentle- 
man of unusual promise and high attainments in literature 
and science. He has left a widow and two daughters. 


MR. HENRY FALKNER. 

Mr. Henry Falkner, solicitor, of Louth, Lincolnshire, 
died on the 16th March, after a short illness. He had been 
in practice as a solicitor for thirty-two years, having taken 
out his first certificate in Easter Term, 1837. Many years 
ago he succeeded to the business of Mr. H. F. Lucas, who- 
held several legal offices in Louth. At the time of his 
death Mr. Falkner held the following offices :—He was 
steward to the Louth General Friendly Society, treasurer to 
the Louth Gas Company, clerk to the Borough Magis- 
trates, clerk to the Court of Sewers, clerk to one of the 
turnpike-roads, and clerk to the Warden and six assistants 
as trustees of the Louth Grammar School. 








THE SITE FOR THE LAW COURTS. 

On Monday evening the quesiion of the site for the new 
Law Courts was discussed before a select audience at the 
Society of Arts, Adelphi, under the presidency of the Earl 
of Harrowby. Among those present were Sir C. Trevelyan, 
K.C.B., Mr. Street, Mr. J. Young, and many gentlemen who 
have been associated*with the subject. The proceedings 
were opened by Mr. Thomas Webster, Q.C., who illustrated 
his observations by reference to large maps. He very 
earnestly advocated the Carey-street site. Declaring that 
by taking a square mile northward from the Strand, 
bounded on the east by Chancery-lane and on the north by 
the neighbourhood of Russell-square, the chief of the popu- 
lation would be found to be connected with the law, or as- 
sociated with the law, he asked the audience to consider 
what a vast evil would be created if all those people had to 
cross the Strand to transact their business with all our Law 
Courts, as they would if the Thames Embankment site 
were adopted. As a contrast to this, he said the Carey- 
street site would lessen the traffic on our great thorough- 
fares by the adoption of new streets leading east and west 
from Carey-street ; that to the east, being over the higher 
level, would relieve the Ludgate-hill and Fleet-street ways, 
while that west would relieve the Strand. He suggested 
that subways from Holborn to the Courts would relieve the 
north ways, and these subways, by being continued to Ser- 
jeants’-inn and the Temple, would place all the centres of 
the law in connection with the Temple of Justice. These 
subways, he urged, could be so made as not to tempt the 
general traveller to use them. In conclusion, hoe dwelt 
upon the great advantage the concentration of the Courts 
would give in causing time to be saved alike to the 
practitioner, the suitor, the witnesses, and all others, and de- 
clared that the adoption of the Embankment site would be 
a retrograde step. Sir Charles Trevelyan, in the course of a 
very long speech, contrasted the advantage and disadvan- 
tages of both sites. He declared that, not only was the north 
side to be considered, but the south side of the Thames, 
for he said the southern side contained the suburban 
residences of a very large portion of those having con- 
nexion with the law. And then as to means of reaching the 
Embankment site, there were broad roads, omnibuses, a 
railway and other facilities, in addition to which tho pro- 
perties standing on the Strand point of the Embankment 
site were very loose, and would not entail a large amount of 
purchase-money. ‘Then, as to what could be done with the 
Carey-street site, he urged that Gray’s-inn, Bedford-row, 
Hatton-garden, and other places on the Holborn site were 
dead or dying as dwellings for the lawyers, and suggested 
that those places should be given up for building sites for 
working-men’s houses, which were much wanted, while tho 
professional men there could take up dwellings on tho 
Carey-stroet site. He also suggested that, as Old-square, 
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Lincoln’s-inn, ought to come down, the benchers might 
adapt a part of Somerset-house from which there would be an 
exodus of Government officials, and so be on an equality with 
the Templars in respect to the advantage of proximity to the 
Courts and offices. He declared that by his scheme the cost 
of the site would be only £1,500,000, as compared with the ex- 

mses of the other, with its approaches, of over £3,000,600. 

t. J. Young, who had been a member of the Royal Com- 
missions for considering the question, followed, and de- 
clared that, though the choice of the Carey-street site had 
been made when the Thames Embankment scheme seemed 
but a dream, yet had that site been open to them he would 
still have thrown in his voice for the Carey-street site, and 
he read a statement of Sir J. Coleridge in the report, as 
the view of the Commission, that it was advisable not to 
have the Courts and offices on the banks of the Thames. 
He protested against the delay which weuld ensue if the 
questions were again considered, pointing out that the mat- 
ter had been in hand many years, and £800,000 had been 
already expended. Mr. Street spoke on some matters of 
details, and stated that some of the alleged disadvantages 
of the Carey-street site as stated by Sir Charles Trevelyan 
did not exist, and some of the alleged advantages of the 
Embankment in respect of its expansiveness would be found 
to be overstated. Eventually the discussion was adjourned. 





LORD ST. LEONARDS AND LORD ROMILLY. 

The following correspondence has appeared in the 
Times :-— 

To the Editor of the Times. 

Sir,—I should be much obliged if you would permit me 
to correct one of Lord St. Leonards’ corrections of the mis- 
representations in ‘‘Campbeli’s Lives of Lyndhurst and 
Brougham.” In page 50 Lord St. Leonards claims to have 
been the author of the measure called the Encumbered Estates 
(Ireland) Bill. Lord St. Leonards states that the scheme 
was sent by him ‘‘to Sir Robert Peel, who sent it to Lord 
Clarendon in Ireland, who sent it to the Government at 
home, and upon that scheme the bill was founded, as (Lord 
$t. Leonards thinks) Sir Robert Peel informed him.” 

I am able to state, in answer to this, that neither Lord 
St. Leonards nor Sir Robert Peel took any part in the fram- 
ing of that measure, of in suggesting any of its provisions. 
There are two Acts of Parliament which were passed relating 
to the sale of encumberedestates inIreland. The first passed 
in 1848, and the second, which is usually called the Encum- 
bered Estates (Ireland) Act, passed in the year 1849. When 
I was appointed Solicitor-General in 1848 I found that the 
former of these bills had been introduced into the House of 
Lords by the Government of Lord Russell. When this bill 
came down to the House of Commons I thought it very 
meagre and imperfect, and, in conjunction with the late Mr. 
Walter Coulson, I framed a long series of clauses which 
completely altered the character and scope of the bill, and 
which introduced many of the powers and provisions which 
in the following year were given to the Encumbered Estates 
Court. The working of the measure was by this Act intrusted 
to the Court of Chancery in Ireland. The clauses introduced 
by me alarmed Lord Cottenham, who was then Lord Chan- 
cellor, and by his désire they were modified. This Act passed 
in August, 1848 ; it isthe 11 & 12 Vict c. 48, and is entitled 
“An Act to facilitate the Sale of Encumbered Estates in 
Ireland.” ‘The correctness of this statement may be ascer- 
tained at the Library of either House of Parliament by com- 
paring the bill as it came down from the House of Lords 
with the Act as amended and as it passed. 

In the following year the alterations thus introduced 
into the Act by the desire of Lord Cottenham were found 
to impede action under it, and Lord Russell instructed me 
to prepare another Encumbered Estates Bill for Ireland. 
He gave me full liberty to prepare it as I thought desirable, 
both as to the scheme to be adopted and as to the provisions 
to be introduced for working it, permitting, at my request, 
that the working of the Act should be confided to a new 
court to be constituted for that purpose. On this, I, to- 
gether with Mr. Coulson, framed the Act of 1849, which 
is usually called the Encumbered Estates Act, and which 
is entitled ‘‘ An Act further to facilitate the Sale and Transfer 
of Encumbered Estates in Ireland,” 12 & 13 Vict. c. 77. 

If Sir Robert Peel sent to Lord Clarendon or to the 
Government at home any plan or any scheme which he had 
received from Lord St. Leonards or from any other person, 
it was never submitted to Mr. Coulson or myself; neither 





of us ever heard of it; we had no plan or suggestion from 
any one; we framed our scheme in consultation together, 
after obtaining such information as might be derived from 
the speeches made in Parliament and from works relating 
to Ireland which had any relation to this subject. No one 
ever saw the bill, except Mr. Coulson and myself, until 
after it had been introduced into the House of Commons. 
After this it was printed, and then we circulated it freely in 
all places among persons interested in the subject, and re- 
quested them to seud us any communications and sugges- 
tions that occurred to them. That little was derived from 
this source may be ascertained by comparing the bill as in- 
troduced into the House of Commons with the 
Act of Parliament as it received the Royal 
assent, which also can be done by any one in the 
library of either House of Parliament. Sir Robert Peel 
was present in the House of Commons when I introduced 
and stated the provisions of the bill, which appeared to be 
quite new to him. On that occasion he was pleased to pay a 
high compliment tome, and henever, then or a‘any othertime, 
claimed to have had any part in the preparation or sugges- 
tion of the scheme propounded by that bill, or of the 
provisions contained in it; on the contrary, both in public 
and private, he always spoke of me as the author of the 
Act. 

In truth, the merit of it was principally due to Mr. 
Coulson, a gentleman whose great knowledge and abilities 
are still appreciated by his surviving friends, and in the 
last words I spoke when the bill finally passed the House, 
I endeavoured to do some justice to him. I repeat that 
neither Sir Robert Peel nor Lord St. Leonards knew any- 
thing of it, or had anything to-do with it, until it was intro- 
duced into Parliament. 

In truth, this is one of many instances I have observed in 
the course of my life where the credit of having suggested 
or framed a successful measure is claimed by, and frequently 
awarded to, some great man who had nothing to do with it, 
while the real merit belongs to a person little known, and 
who leaves no name behind him beyond the time when the 
last of a few friends shall have followed him to the grave. 

That these facts are correct anybody can verify by refer- 
ence to Hansard and the documents preserved in the library 
of the House of Commons. There are also many gentlemen 
on both sides of the House now alive who were present, and 
who took a part in these proceedings, who can, and I believe 
would, if appealed to, bear witness to the truth of what I 
have here stated. 

I am, Sir, your obedient servant, 


Hyde-park-terrace, March 12. RomMIttr. 


To the editor of the Times. 
Sir,—As the charge against me of which I complain 
appeared in your columns, I must request you to publish 
the annexed correspondence, to which there will be no 
addition. 
Your faithful servant, 
Sr. Lronarps. 
“ Boyle Farm, March 15, 1869. 
“ My Lord,—In my short note to The Times [have avoided 
entering into any newspaper controversy with you, but your 
charge against me cannot be allowed to remain without 
contradiction. My statement in the note tomy pamphlet 
is asimple repetition of what passed between Lord John Rus- 
sell and me when he offered me the Chief Judgeship of the 
new Court. That is now twenty years ago. Lord John did 
not deny my statement, and I have long since made the 
same claim in the House of Lords in the presence of Earl 
Russell without any dissent on his part. You have known 
of the claim for many years, but notwithstanding the terms 
of friendship between us, you have never spoken to me on 
the subject. 
“ That I wrote such a letter as I state to Sir Robert Peel 
you cannot deny. I am sure that it reached Dublin, for 
I perfectly recollect some communication from there which 
satisfied me that my paper had been seen by the Law Ad- 
viser of the Castle. { have a letter before mo of the 17th 
of March (1849) from Peel, which states that in reference to 
his letter of Thursday he ventures to send me two or three 
of the countless letters which reach him from Ireland. 
This may account for ‘his sending my sketch to Dublin, 
You say that neither you nor Coulson ever saw or were 
awaro of my sketch. I have no proof against this state- 
ment, and it would then appear that you and Coulson had 





hit upon the like scheme as I had. Your bill of 1848 
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proved a failure; it passed on the 14th of August, 1848. 
Then Sir Robert Peel took up the subject and wrote to me 
on the loth of March, 1849, which I answered imme- 
diately. Your second bill was passed on the 28th 
July, 1849, so that there was sufficient time for my 
sketch to have reached you had it, as I believed, been 
communicated to you. My statement to Lord John 
Russell, under whose direction you prepared your second 
bill, was very clear. You must be aware that I never claimed 
anything beyond my sketch—no claim to the framing of the 
bill or its provisions. Consider, then, my surprise at the end 
of twenty years at your serious charge against me. It 
is ‘in truth’ you say that I, having nothing to do with the 
measure, have claimed and obtained the merit of having sug- 
gested or framed it, and then you follow to his grave the 
real but unknown framer of it. This is a heavy charge of 
which I am not guilty, and surely Mr. Coulson’s merits 
were known to you and to the great party to which you be- 
long. 

**T consider it due to me that you should retract your ac- 
cusation against me in the paper in which you made it. If 
you hesitate, let the question be referred to some man of 
honour to decide between us. If this is declined, I shall be 
driven to publish this letter, and in that case,as I have no 
copy of it, I must request you to return it to me. 

“Your obedient servant, 
“Sr. Leonarps.” 


“14, Hyde-park-terrace, W., March 16, 1869. 

“ My Lord,—I cannot consent to refer anything between 
you and me to be decided by any other person. There is, 
in fact, nothing to refer. I do not doubt the accuracy of 
your statement of the conversation between Lord John 
Russell and yourself. Ido net doubt that you sent to Sir 
Robert Peel the paper you mention. What I assert is that 
no such paper was laid before Mr. Coulson or myself. 
Indeed, the date you mention in your letter shows that 
it could not, for any useful purpose, have been laid 
before us. The date of Sir Robert Peel’s letter 
to ‘you I understand from your letter to have 
been the 15th of March, 1849. I introduced the 
Encumbered Estates Bill into the House of Commons on 
the 26th of April, 1849. When the draught of the bill was 
prepared I cannot positively say, except that it was before 
the beginning of April, for I remember that Mr. Coulson 
and I went through it very carefully during the Easter re- 
cess of that year, and Easter Sunday in that year was the 
8th of April. But, in truth, the whole plan and scheme had 
been worked out by us with some detail in the previous 
year of 1848, when we were endeavouring to amend the bill 
introduced into the House of Lords, and which we both 
foresaw would not accomplish completely the object of the 
Government, although six months can scarcely be said to 
have given a fair trial of it. 

“You complain that having ‘known of your claim for 
Many years, notwithstanding the terms of friendship be- 
tween us, I have never spoken to you on the subject.’ I 
assure you that I never knew that you made the claim till 
1 read your pamphlet. I was not aware that you had ever 
claimed the authorship in the House of Lords or elsewhere. 
I was aware that almost all the newspapers attributed the 
measure to Sir Robert Peel, but I also knew that in public 
he never claimed it himself, but gave the credit of it to me ; 
and the late Sir James Graham assured me that Sir Robert 
Peel did the same in private. 

“ As regards the opinion of Lord John Russell, he has on 
repeated public occasions attributed the authorship of the 
measure to me. He did so as late as the month of February, 
1866, in a speech relating to Ireland, made by him in the 
House of Lords as Prime Minister, and the passage is re- 
ported in “ Hansard.” 

“T return your letter as you desire. If you think fit to 
publish it, I trust that you will not think it unfit to publish 
this answer with it. 

“Tam your obedient servant, 
“The Lord St. Leonards, &e. “ RomILiy.” 


“* Boyle Farm, March 20, 1869. 

‘* My Lord,—Upon my return home, after an unavoidable 
absence in Sussex for a few days, I find your letter of the 
1€th. You decline to refer anything between us to be de- 
cided by any other person. You say that there is nothing 
to refer. You do not doubt the accuracy of my statement of 
the conversation between Lord John Russell and me, or 


that I sent to Sir Robert Peel the papers I mentioned. But 





you assert that no such paper was laid before Mr. Coulson 
or yourself. I assert that my paper was sent to Dublin, and 
I also believed that from Dublin it reached you, but this it 
now appears it did not. But while this statement gives to 
you and yeur counsel the merit of the bill, and of the 
scheme upon which it was founded, it does not fix upon me 
any unjust claim. I was not aware until your publication 
in The Times that you denied having been furnished with 
my sketch and my statement twenty years ago to Lord John 
Russell, the Prime Minister, and under whom you acted, 
whick you do not doubt, and which was never corrected, 
and of which my printed note was a simple repetition ought 
to have satisfied you that I was acting with good faith, but 
as you now represent under a mistake. After your state- 
ment, I should have had no difficulty in adding to my note 
that you denied that my sketch ever reached you, and 
claimed the merit of the bill, and the scheme upon which it 
was founded. Instead of thus acting, you publish your 
statement without any communication with me, and make 
a statement highly reflecting on my conduct, and you neither 
retract that statement nor agree to refer the matter to the 
arbitrament of some man of honour. There is nothing, you 
say, to refer. You are silent upon my real ground of 
complaint. Now your charge is—I copy it from The 
Times :-— 

“ «Tn truth, this is one of many instances you have ob- 
served in the course of your life where the credit of having 
suggested or framed a successful measure is claimed by and 
frequently awarded to some great man who had nothing 
to do with it, while the real merit belongs to a person little 
known, and who leaves no name behind him beyond the 
time when the last of a few friends shall have followed him 
to the grave.’ 

“T do not claim to be ranked among great men, and 
assuredly not among the great men whose disgraceful con- 
duct you point out; but your application of your statements 
to me you will not deny. I write once more, in order still 
to leave open to you an explanation dishonourable to neither 
of us. If you do not embrace it I must publish all the let- 
ters, and the public must judge between us. 

“T have only further to observe that in the letter to 
The Times you state that you desire to ‘correct’ one of 
my ‘corrections’ of the misrepresentations in ‘ Campbell's 
Lives of Lyndhurst and Brougham.’ I donot know whether 
you have seen in The Times my correction of this state- 
ment. It sounds well, but is not true; for my corrections to 
which you refer have nothing whatever to do with your 
charge against me. 

“T beg to thank you for returning me my last letter, and 
for the same reason I request you to return this. 

“ Your obedient servant, 
“Sr, Leonanrps.” 


“Monday Evening, Hyde Park-terrace, W. 

“My Lord,—I have no hesitation in saying that I did not 
mean in my letter to The Times to charge you with having 
intentionally claimed the merit of a measure which you 
knew belonged to another. My knowledge of your conduct 
and your truthfulness for a long series of years would have 
prevented me from thinking so and from saying so. If my 
letter bears that interpretation I disclaim it, and regret that 
it was so expressed. What I meant’ to express was that 
owing to circumstances you were led to believe that you 
were entitled to, and consequently to claim the authorship 
of, a measure framed by other persons who derived no assist- 
ance from you. 

“You are at fullliberty to publish this letter provided 
you also publish my former letter to you. 

**T am your obedient servant, 

*¢The Lord St. Leonards, &c. «6 RoMILLyY.” 

“‘PS.—I return your letter as you desire. I should have 
answered it sooner, but I did not receive it till my return 
home late this afternoon.’ “R” 








A paragraph has gone the round of the papers to the effect 
that the Solicitor-General has returned the whole of his fees 
in Saurin v. Stary. 'This is probably a mere canard. 

The Bury Post has been authorised to contradict the rumour 
that Mr. William Gurdon, M.A., judge of county courts (cir- 
cuit No. 38), intended to resign at the end of the current 

uarter. r. Gurdon has been suffering during the winter 
+ ao an increase of deafness, but the results of medical treat- 
ment encourage the hope that the malady will be checked, and 
hearing restored. 
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THE LEGAL PURPOSES OF PHOTOGRAPHY, 

The American Law Register has the following :—Photo- 
graphy is not only an interesting art, «sthetically con- 
sidered, but it is capable of important scientific applications. 
The public are familiar with its employment in the delinea- 
tion of anatomical specimens and of all natural historical 
objects. It has also long been used for the purpose of 
identifying criminals. These, however, are but a few of 
the many applications of the art, which either have been 
suggested or, as civilization progresses, will be made, for 
purposes analogous to those indicated above, that is, either 
to transcribe and fix for the information of scholars or of 
strangers the features and other physical peculiarities of 
objects or persons that are absent, but about whose indentity 
there is no question ; or to aid in the identification of things 
or persons present with others that are absent, but whose 
photographs are at hand. Thus—for the purpose of 
identification—an English law magazine has lately proposed 
that there should be appointed a public photographer, whose 
duty it should be to take and register the likenesses of all 
persons leaving England, and, once in every five years, of 
all persons residing in England—each person, with his 
photograph thus taken, to deposit also his autograph. 
(Solicitors’ Journal for June 27, 1868.)* In the United 
States, it is said, the directors of the Park Bank of New York, 
establishing regulations for their new safe-deposié vaults, 
have adopted the idea of identifying each holder orlessee ofa 
sale by his own carte de visite previously taken and at- 
tached to his own folio or safe-enumber. It has also been 
suggested that to the “ paper’ of every person who be- 
comes naturalised there should be attached his photograph, 
either fastened there by the official seal of the judge or com- 
missioner, or taken by an official photographer on the 
paper itself. So, for the other purpose indicated, photo- 
graphy has lately been employed in England in a manner 
equally novel and interesting. Candidates for election to 
Parliament have, in some instances, it is said, instead of 
resorting to personal solicitation of votes, issued addresses 
containing, besides a declaration of principles, photographic 
likenesses of themselves. These all seem to be practical 
uses of the art; but others may be imagined of both kinds 
which would result in material advantage in the adminis- 
tration of justice and at the same time have an important 
bearing on the spread of civilization. 

Thus—to aid in the identification of persons—the indor- 
sees of drafts or letters of credit might be required, in im- 
portant cases, to exhibit with the paper they hold their 
photographic likenesses with the indorsements under which 
they claim written upon their margins. So, a party seeking 
a divorce from an absent husband or wife, might be required 
to produce their marriage certificate containing the photo- 
graphic likenesses of both, taken at the time of the marriage, 








by an official photographer ; or to present the photograph of | 


the person from whom a divorce is sought, and prove the 
identity aliunde. So, all persons enlisting in the army or 
navy might advantageously be photographed by an official 
photographer; all persons travelling as agents for commer- 
cial houses or acting otherwise in such a capacity as to make 
an identification desirable to those with whom they act, So, 
for the purpose of accurate delineation, many new uses may 
be imagined. Thus—not to mention that large class of 
cases in which the art might be employed with great ad- 
vantage in describing goods and chatteis; and even real 
estate, to persons at a distance, with whom the owners 
were in treaty for the sale of them—in all cases in our 
courts where, as in chancery causes, the depositions of wit- 
nesses not present are read, it would aid much in weighing 
their testimony if their photographs were appended to their 
depositions. An official photographer might, on the sug- 
gestion of counsel, be present and take the likenesses of 
each witness, if desired, not only in his tranquil moods, but 
in moments of excitement or of embarrassment under cross- 
examination—the artist and his apparatus being so placed, 
perhaps, as not themselves to be a cause of trepidation. The 
same advantage would follow from the accurate presentment 
of the moral, as determinable from the physical, qualities of 
witnesses, by photography, in many cases tried on appeal, 
where the result depends on the testimony of witnesses not 
present. So, where questions arise at nisi prius as to the 
genuineness of the alleged handwriting of a party, and the 
case is appealed, the difficulty of presenting the supposed 





* The proposal referred to was not our own, but addressed 
tous by acorrespondent. (Vide 12 8. J. 608, 728). 











spurious paper to the appellate court would be obviated by 
using a photographic copy. So, where an issue is made up 
as to the validity of a will—the will being contested on the 
ground of want of testamentary capacity, from imbecility, 
insanity, &c., it cannot be doubted that material aid in 
arriving at a just result might be derived from a photograph 
of the testator, taken by an official artist, in the act of 
signing the will, in the presence of the attesting witnesses. 
So, where a homicide has been committed, it is always im- 
portant to ascertain as well the condition of the body when 
discovered as its position or relation to surrounding objects. 

In trials for murder or manslaughter, much time is very 
properly occupied in determining these circumstances from 
the imperfect and conflicting statements of witnesses, or 
from the rude plans and drawings of such artists as may 
be in the vicinity. It is obvious that were there an official 
photographer charged by law with the duty of taking views 
of the body and its surroundings in every case of homicide, 
and were it made the duty of the police or other execu- 
tive authorities, before any change in the condition or re- 
lations of the body has taken place, to cause the official 
photographer to be present for the purpose indicated, 
the ascertainment of the fact relating to the killing would 
be much facilitated. And particularly would this be 
the case were the same precaution taken whenever 
any person is arrested charged with crime, and the 
accused is to undergo the ordeal of a public interro- 
gation before a magistrate or by the officers in charge. 
The official artist would preserve the lineaments of 
guilt or innocence as presented when the nature of 
the charge was communicated to the prisoner, and his 
protestations of innocence Were uttered. I shall men- 
tion but a single other case in which the art might be simi- 
larly employed, and that is where affrays or riots occur in 
large cities. The Emperor Napoleon is said to have so re- 
constructed the city of Paris that there is no street or 
avenue which could be barricaded in ¢ase of a revolt of his 
subjects, that cannot now be swept by his batteries. So, it 
is not unreasonable to suppose that, when the art of photo- 
graphy is perfected, the streets and alleys of our great cities 
will be swept by photographic batteries, so located as to 
take, from many points of view at once, the likenesses of 
persons engaged in disturbing the peace, for use in subse- 
quent legal examinations. The details of the process, in- 
cluding the collateral incidents which science may devise to 
render it effective, such as lights thrown upon the mob to 
bring into relief in the night or in cloudy weather the 
individuals composing it, I shall not attempt to give. That 
is the business of those charged with the improvement of 
photography. All I affirm is, that the art is capable of such 
an extension; and I need not add that to apply it thus 
successfully would be of advantage in the administration of 
justice equal to that which resulted from the employment 
of street-lamps in cities—one of the most efficient causes, as 
historians admit, of the diminution of crime and of the con- 
sequent advance of civilisation, that have ever existed. 

[N.B.—This appears to be, not a humorous piece, but 
serious suggestion,—Ed. S. J.] 








THE EQUALISATION OF METROPOLITAN Poor RatrEs.—A 
deputation of upwards of 100 delegates, representing the London 
Vestries, District Boards, and Boards of Guardians, waited 
upon the President of the Poor-law Board, on the 22nd ult., 
at Whitehall, for the purpose of presenting a memorial and 
expressing their views with reference to an equalisation of 
the poors rate for the metropolis. The deputation was intro- 
duced by Mr. Locke, M.P., who called attention to the great 
inequalities of the present system and the urgent need of 
legislation calculated to alter the heavy pressure of the rates in 
the poorer parishes. The memorial then stated that in the richer 
parishes the annual poor rates were as low as 7d. in the pound 
per annum, whilst in some of the poorer they ranged from 5s. 
to 6s. in the pound; it prayed for legislation under which it 
should be levied over the whole area of the metropolis. Mr. 
Goschen, in reply, said that he was in favour of an equalisa- 
tion of the poor rates. The only difficulty in the way of 
legislation was the maturing of some plan of supervision—which 
should obtain the approval of the guardians—for preventing 
the different local bodies being too extravagant or generous at 
the expense of the general purse. He believed that such a plan 
could be devised, but he had not yet had time to give proper 
attention to the details for rendering it workable. An equalisa- 
tion of the rates was certain to take place, although he could 
not definitely state any ise time for that intreduction of the 
measure to the House of Commons. 
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COURT PAPERS. 


COURT OF CHANCERY. 
Vacation Notice. 

During the Easter Vacation all applications necessary to 
be made at the Equity Judges’ Chambers are to be made at 
the Chambers of the Master of the Rolls. 

The Chambers of the Master of the Rolls will be open on 
Wednesday, the 3lst March, and Thursday, the 1st, and 
Friday, the 2nd April, 1869. 


Srrrmycs 1x Easter Term, 1869. 


Petns., sht. caus., 
Friday .... 74 adj. sums., and 
general paper. 
Saturday .. 8..Mtns. & gen. pa. 
N.B.—Any causes intended to bé 
heard as short causes must be s0 
marked at least one clear day be- 
fore the same can be putin the 
paper to be so heard. Adjourned 
summonses will be heard as mo- 
tions, 


Vv. C. JAMES, 
Westminser. 
Thurs.,April 15..Motions. 
Lincoln’s Inn. 


Friday......23.. General paper. 
Petns., sht. causes, 
Saturday ..244 adj. sums., & gen: 


r. 
men ad 00008 sini 
uesday ....27 } General r. 
Wednesday 28 — 
Thursday ..29..Mtns. & gen. pa. 
Friday......380..General paper. 
Petns., sht. caus., 
Satur., May 1{ adj. sums., and 
general paper. 
Ese coon 3 
uesday.... 4 
Wednesday * 57 General paper. 
Thursday .. 6 
Ptns., sht. caus.,. 





LORD CHANCELLOR, Saturday ..24 
Westminster. Monday on 
Thurs, April 15.. App. mtns. & apps: Wedneclay -28 Appeals. 


Lincoln’s Inn, 

Friday ....16 
aw ook? 

onday ....19 > Appeals. 
Tuesday ....20 
Wednesday 7 
Thursday ..22..App.mtns.& apps. 
Friday ....23 ™ 
ar —g 2224 

onday ....26 > Appeals. 
Tuesday. . ..27 . 
) ne alr 4 

ursday ..29.. App. mtns, & a 
Friday ....30 - nati 
Satur., May 1 
Monday .... 3 A } 
Tuesday .... 47 “PPeals. 


sees 7..Petns. & Apps. 
. 8..App.mtns.& apps. 


N.B.—Such days as his Lordship 
shall be engaged in the House 
of Lords are excepted. 


MASTER OF THE ROLLS, 
Westminster. 
Thurs.Aprill 5..Mctions. 
Chancery-lane. 
Friday......16..General Paper. 
Petns., sht. caus., 
Saturday ..17{adj. sums., and 
general paper. 
Monday ....19 


Tuesday... inl General paper. 

Wednesday .21 

Thursday ..22..Mtns. & gen. pa. 

Friday ....23..General paper. 
Ptns., sht. caus., 

Saturday ..244 Adj. sums., and 
general paper. 

Monday ....26 


Tuesday ....27 > General paper. 

Wednesday 28 

Thursday ..29..Mtns. & gen. papr. 

Friday ....30..General paper. 
Petns., sht. causes, 

Satur., May 1{ adj. sums., and 
genera) paper. 

Monday .... 3 _ 

Tuesday.... 4 

Wednesday... 5 General paper. 


Thursday .. 6 
Petns., sht. caus., 


Pray. 008 F jess sums., and 
general paper. 

Saturday ... 8..Mtns. & gen. pa. 

N.B.—Unopposed petitions must be 
presented and copies left with the 
Secretary, on or before the Thurs- 
day preceding the Saturday on 
which it is intended they should 
be heard; and any causes in- 
tended to be heard as short causes 
must be so marked at Icast one 
clear day before the same can be 
put in the paper to be so heard. 


LORDS JUSTICES, 
Lincoln’s Inn, 
Ptns. in lunacy, 


7 app. ptns., bk. 
Friday,April oro om. pe on 


& appeals. 
Saturday ..17 
Monday .... 195 Appeals. 


Apps. from the 
Tuesday ....20 ? County Palatine ef 

Lancaster & apps. | 
Wednesday .21 


Thursday ta} Appeals. 
Petitns. in lunacy, 
92) app. petns., bk. 
Friday ....23 “pps, app. mins. 
& apps. 


. 


Petns. in mege « 

. app. petns., bk. 
Friday 0) app. mtos. 

apps. 

Satur., May 
Monday .... 
Tuesday .... 
Wednesday . 
Thursday .. 


Appeals, 


Onwnw= 


app. ttns., bk. 
apps. & appeals. 
Saturday .. 8..Appeal motions. 


Ptns. in lanacy, 
Friday ..+. 7 


Notice.—The days (if any) on 
which the Lords Justices shal! be 
engaged in the Full Court,: or at 
the Judicial Committee of the 
Privy Council, are excepted, 


V. C. Stn JOHN STUART. 
Westminster. 
Thurs. Aprill5..Motions. 
Lincoln's Inn. 
Friday ....16..Ptns. and causes. 
Saturday ..17..Sht.causes & caus. 
Monday ....19 
| Tuesday ....20 ? Causes. 
| Wednesday 21 
| Thursday ..22..Motions & causes. 
| Friday...-..23..Petns. and causes, 
Saturday ..24..Sht. causes & caus. 
| Monday; ....26 
| Tuesday ....27 ¢ Causes. 
| Wednesday 28 
| Thursday ..29,.Mtns. & causes, 
| Friday......30.. Petitions & causes. 
| Satur, May 1..Sht. causes & caus, 
| Monday .... 3 ‘ 
| Tuesday.... 4 
| Wednesday . 5 Causes. 


| Thursday .. 6 
lllag: oss FE Ee Os 
| Saturday -- 8..Motions. 

| N.B.—Any causes intended to ba 


| heard as short causes must be so 
| marked at least one clear day be- 
| 
| 





fore the same can be put in the 
paper to be so heard. 


No cause, motion for decree, or 
| further consideration, except by 
| order of the Court, may be 
| marked to stand over, if it shall 
be within twelve of the last cause 
or matter ‘n the printed paper of 
the day for hearing. 


V.C. Sin RICHARD MALINS. 
Westminster. 
Thurs.April 15..Motions, 
Lincoln’s Inn. 

Friday ....16..Ptris. & gen. pa. 


Sht. causes, adj- 
Saturday ..17 rental gen. pa. 
Monday ....19) 


Tuesday ....20 ) General paper. 
Wednesday 21 

Thursday ..22..Mtns. & gen. pa. 

| Friday......23..Petns. & gen. pa. 

| Sht. causes, adj, 
Saturday . .24 sums.,& gen. ps. 








| Monday ..-.26 
Tuesday....27 ) General r. 
Wednesday. .28 italy 
| Thursday ..29,.Mtns. & gen. pa. 
Friday......30,,Petns. & gen. pa. 
Short causes adj, 
| Satur., May 1 sums,, & gen, pa. 
wees A core 3 
uesday.... 4, 
Wednesday. * General paper. 


Thursday .. 6 





Friday......16..General paper. Friday .... 7 {as sums., and 

Petns. sht. causes, general paper 
Saturday ..172adj. sums., and | Saturday .. 8,,Mtns. & gen. pa. 

general paper. N.B.— Any causes intended to 
Monday ....19 be heard as short causes must be 
Tuesday....20 > General paper. so marked at least one clear day 
Wednesday .21 before the same can be put in the 
Thursday ..22..Mtns. & gen. pa. paper to be so heard. 











PUBLIC COMPANIES. 


Last Quotation, March 25, 1869. 
(From the Oficial List of the actual business transacted.] 
GOVERNMENT FUNDS. 
3 per Cent. Consols, 33$ Annuities, April, ’85 
Ditto%for Account, April 8, 933 Do. (Red Sea T.) Aug. 1908 
8 per Cent. Reduced, 91§ Ex Bills, £1000, 5 per Ct. pm 
New 3 per Cent., 91f Ditto, £500, Do 5 pm 
Do. 34 per Cent., Jan. 794 Nitto, £100 & £200, 5 pm 
Do. 24 per Cent., Jan. 794 Bank of England Stock, 4 per 
Do. 5 per Cent., Jan. ’73 Ct. (last oalf-year) 
Annuities, Jan. ’80 — Ditto for Account, 
INDIAN GOVERNMENT SECURITIES, 

India Stk., 104 p Ct.Apr.’74, 212 Ind. Enf. Pr., 5p C., Jan.’72 « 
Ditto for Account Ditto, 54 per Cent., May,’79 
Ditto 5per Cent.,July, 80 1124 Ditto Debentures, per Cent., 
Ditto for Account, — April, ’64— 
Ditto 4 per Ceat., Oct. ’88 100§ Do. Do., 5 per Cent., Aug. ’73 1044 
Ditto, ditto, Certificates, — Do. Bonds, 5 per Ct., £1000 18 pm 
Ditto Enfaced Ppr., 4 per Cent. Ditto, ditto, under £1000,18 pm 











RAILWAY STOCK. 






































Shres. Railways. | Paid, |Closing prices 
Stock | Bristol and Exeter .......cccccsscssssereecssves 78 
Stock | Caledonian............ccecccceeseeee | 79 
Stock | Glasgow and South-Western ., 99 
Stock | Great Eastern Ordinary Stock .,...... 37 
Stock Do., East Anglian Stock, No.2, — 
Stock | Great Northern .iccccccccsssesseees 108 
Stock Do., A Stock* .., 107 
Stock | Great Southern and Western o 97 
Stock | Great Western—Uvriginal ..... 49% 
Stock Do., West Midland—Oxford,, 25 
Stock Do.,d0.—NewPport wccocrees 31 
Stock | Lancashire and Yorkshire ..... 1224 
8tock | London, Brighton, and South Coast. ay 
Stock | Lo1don, Chatham, and Dover.......... 164 
Stock | Loadon and North-Western...., 115 
Stock | London and South-Western ..... 38 
Stock | Manchester,ShetHeld, and Lincoln. 555 
Stock | Metropolitun........cccosececeecerssees 102 
Stock | Midland ...... paocdaenaaieerensueeoienes 116g 
Stock | Do., Birmingham and Derby 85 
Stock | North British 36 
Stock | North London ......... | 122 
Btock | North Staffordshire... I 100 57 
Stock | SOUCH DEVON .........cccccrcesrsesseesererecsreeree! 100 43 
Stock | South-Eastern | Lov 75$ 
Stock Do., Deferred H 465 
Stock | Tatt Vale........ pneniaes pesechen sciveesoustee SOU 150 











® A receives no dividend until 6 per cent. has been paid to B, 





Monzy MARKeT AND City INTELLIGENCE. _ 
Wednesday evening. 
The approach of the Easter holidays appears to have dimi- 
nished business. The markets have been quiet, rather than 
gloomy. ‘The railway market showed some vigour early in the 
week, but has since slackened. Consols are a trifle more anl- 
mated than at the beginning. ; 
‘The fourteenth annual general meeting of the Law Union Fire 
and Life Insurance Company was held on Wednesday. ‘The report 
stated that in the fire department 4224 new policies had been 
issued during the year ending 30th November, yielding in pre- 
miums £6,193, in the life department 224 new policies, insuring 
£165,225, yielding in premiums £6,134, and that the assets of 
the company amounted to £256,146 9s. lld. A dividend and 
bonus together of 10 per cent. on the paid-up capital was 
declared. 





Mr. James William Stirk, solicitor, of Wolverhampton, is @ 
candidate for the office of ‘Town Clerk of that borough, vacant 
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by the appointment of Mr. E. J. Hayes to the Town Clerkship 
of Birmingham. Mr. Stirk is at present Clerk to the Local 
Board of Heath Town, a suburb of Wolverhampton. 


It isrumoured that Mr. Edmond Beales, late President of 
the Reform League, is about to become a county court judge. 








BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS. 


BIRTHS. 
COLLINS—On March 18, the wife of Arthur Collins, Esq., Barrister-at- 
Law, Western Circuit, of a daughter. 
PEACHEY—On March 22, the wife of Francis Peachey, Esq., Solicitor, 
of St. Stephen's-road, Shepherd’s-bush, of a daughter. 
PRENTICE—On March 21, at Leinster-square, Kensington-gardens, 
the wife of Samuel Prentice, Esq., Q.C., of a daughter. 


DEATHS. 
BARBER—On March 15, at Hayton Castle, Notts, Samuel Wordsworth 
Barber, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. 
BELL—On March 17, Charles Bell, Esq., Solicitor, of No. 29, Stanley- 
gardens, Kensington-park, aged 64, 
PAYNE—On March 8, at East End House, Fairford, Anne, the wife of 
G. A. Payne, Esq, , Barrister-at-Law, of Lincoln’s-inn. 





BrEAKFAST.—Epps'’s Cocoa.—GRaTzFUL AND ComFontiInc.—The very 
agreeable character of this preparation has rendered it a general favour- 
ite. The ‘‘ Civil Service Gazette’? remarks:—“ The singular success 
which Mr. Epps attained by his homeopathic preparation of cocoa has 
never been surpassed by any experimentalist. By a thorough know- 
ledge of the natural laws which govern the operations of digestion and 
nutrition, and by a careful application of the fine properties of well- 
selected cocoa, Mr. Epps has provided our breakfast tables with a deli- 
cately flavoured beverage which may save us many heavy doctors’ bills.”’ 
Made simply with boiling water or milk. Sold by the trade only in $lb., 
4lb., and Ib. tin-lined packets, labelled—James Epes & Co., Homeo- 
pathic Chemists, London.—[Apvr.] 

SomEwHat PeENsitve.—There are three kinds of pens so'd by a 
celebrated Edinburch firm, under the names of the “ Waverley ’’ pen, 
the “ Owl” pen, and the “ Pickwick” pen. 





Now, whatever may be the | 


case with regard to the middle one, the other two are, doubtless, | 
unrivalled, for what can equal the pens of Scorr and Dickens ?—Judy.— | 


[Apvr.] 





LONDON GAZETTES. 


WBinding-up of Joint stock Companies. 
Fripvay, March 19, 1869. 
LIMITED 1n CHANCERY. 

Brynmawr Brewery Company (Limited). -Vice-Chancellor Malins has, 
by an order dated March 12, ordered that the above company be 
wound up. 
Crickhowell, so’icitor for the petitioner. 

Dunabure and Witepsk Railway Company (Limited and Reduced),— 
Order for reducing the capital from £2.600,000 to £2,076,160, made by 


Berkeley & Calcott, Lincoln’s-inn-felds; for Davies, | 


Vice-Chancellor Stuart on March 5. Freshfields, Bank-buildings, soli- 


citors for the company. 

John Vertegans and Company (Limited).—Vice-Chancellor Malins has, 
by an order dated March 12, erdered that the voluntary winding-up of 
the above company be continued, 
commons; for Boote & Rylance, Manch, solicitors for the petitioner. 

London and Afriean Trading Company (Limited).—Creditors are required, 


Creditors under Estates in Chancery. 
Last Day of Proof. 
Farivar, March 19, 1869. 
Buckingham, Sarah, Millbrook-rd, Brixton, Widow. April 6. Buck- 
ingham » Buckingham, V.C. Melins. Munton, Gt James-st, Bedford 


row. 

Ellis, Robt Lloyd, Carnarvon, Land Surveyor. April 15. 
Lloyd, V.C. Stuart. Jones, Carnarvon. " s — 

Hughes,Chas, Cleobury Mortimer, Salop, Farmer, April 16. 
Hughes, V.C. James. Hughes, Worcester. 

Reeve, John, Lincoln, Builder. April 30. Simpson ¢ Reeve, V.C. Stuart. 
Danby, Lincoln. 

Reeve, Wm, Wisbeach Cambridge, Retired Farmer. April 30. Reeves 
Reeve, V.C. Stuart. Hensman & Nicholson. College- hill, 

Robertson, Jas Court, Jermyn-st, Army Agent, April 15, Mileham » 
Burne, V.C. Stuart. Hemsley, Albany, Piccadiliy. 

Wigmore, John, Bucklebury, Berks, Yoeman. April 5. Wigmore v 
Wigmore, V.C. James. Roscoe & Hincks, King-st, Finsbury sq. 
? TvuespaY, March 23, 1869. 

Bainbridge, Helen, Oak-grove, Monmouth, Widow. April 20. 
bridge v Morgan, V.C. Stuart. 

Bond, Jas, Cardiff, Glamorgan, Comm Agent. Aprill2. Lloyd Bond, 
V.C. Malins. Ensor, Cardiff. 

Carr, Wm, Darton, York,Farmer. April 15. 
Learoyd & Learoyd, Huddersfield. 

Galloway. Eliza Ann, Bath, Somerset, Spinster. April 30. Galloway c 
Wi ddrington, V.C. Stuart. Walker & Jerwood, Furnivai’s inn. 

Glynn, Wm Anthony, Fairy Hill, Isle of Wight, Esq. April30. Glynn 
v Holmes, V.C. Stuart. Freshfields, Bank-buildings. 

Lawson, John, Wisbech St Peter’s, Cambridge, Merchant. April 15. 
Lawson v Halford, M.R. Wilis, Carter-lane, Doctors’-commons. 


Isaac v 


Bain- 


Carr v Carr, V.C. James. 


Pratt, Thos, Leicester, Gent. April8. Pratt c Spooner, M.R. Miles & 
Co, Leicester, 

Saltoun, Maurice Jones, Fronffraith, Montgomery, Esq. April 18. 
Micklethwait v Saltoun, V.C. Malins. Harrison, Welshpcol. 

Slaughter, Christopher, Norwich, Shopkeeper. April 15. Slaughter ¢ 
Slaughter, V.C. Malins. Brighten, Bishopsgate-st Without. 

Turner, Joseph, Brydges-st, Covent-garden, Pawnbroxer. April 17. 


Turner v Tomlinson, M.R. Cousins, Gt Portland-st. 

Turner, Eliz, Ipswich, Suffolk.Spinster. April 19. Rodwell v Turner, 
V.C. Malins. Gloss, Ipswich. 

Williams, John Prydderch, Rhyl, Flint, Clerk. 
Williams, V.C. Malirs. Williams, Rhyl. 


Creditors under 22 & 23 Viet. cap. 35. 
Last Day of Claim.: 
Faipay, March 19, 1869. 
Barker, Walter, Goodyer, Worthing, Sussex, M.B. 
Worthing. 
Bush, Mary, Devonport, Devon, Widow. 
st, Regent-st. 
Delves, Hy, Tunbridge Wells, Kent, Gent. 
Wells. 
Egerton, Chas Randle, Rutland-gate, Commander R. N. 
Lingard & Rowell, Manch. 
Fenton, John, York, Lime iurner. May 1. 
Gall, Theresa Elizabeth, Thurlow-pl, Lower Norwood, Spinster. 
24, Richards, Warwick-st, Regent-st. 
Hall, Mary, Stockton, Durham, Widow, 
on-Tees 


April i6. Williams ¢ 


May 1. Edmunds, 


April24. Richards, Warwick- 
May 1. Cripps, Tunbridge 
April 10. 


Holt & Sons, Dewsbury. 
April 


April 5. Faber, Stockton- 


Hardy, Helene Clementine, Cumberland-ter, Regent’s-pk, Widow. May 


Pritchard and Englefield, Doctors’- | 


on or before April 15, to send their names and addresses. and the | 


particulars of their debts or claims, and the names and addresses of 
their solicitors, to Alexander Young, 16, Tekenhouse-yard. Monday, 
April 26, at 12, is appointed for hearing and adjudicating upon the 
debts and claims. 

Thames Patent Wood Cutting Company (Limited).—Creditors are re- 
quired, on or before April 16, to send their names and addresses, and 


the particulars of their debts or claims, and the names and addresses | 


of their solicitors, to George Augustus Cape, 8. Old Jewry. 
April 30, at 11,is appointed for hearing and adjudicating upon the 
debts and claims. 
TusEspay, March 23, 1869. 
Lim1TeD 1N CHANCERY. 


Frid 
er Proctor, Joseph, Carlisle, Ironmonger. 


Birmingham Supply Association (Limited).—Vice-Chancellor Malinshas, | 
by an order dated March 2, appointed Arthur Henry Wright Radcliffe, | 


New-st, Birm, official liquidator, Creditors are required, on or before 
April 10, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of 


their debts or claims, and the names and addresses of their solicitors, « 


to the above. Monday, April 19, at 12, is appointed for hearing and 
adjudicating upon the debts and claims. 


Calder Vegetable Silk Company (Limited).—Vice-Chancellor Malins has, | 


by an order dated March 12, ordered that the above company be 
wound up. 
solicitor for the petitioners. 

‘Central Bank of London (Limited and Reduced).— Petition for reducing 
the capital from £2,000,000 to £1,000,000. Any person who claims to 
de a creditor must, on or before April 3, send in his name and ad- 
dress, and the particulars of his claim, and the name and address of 
his solicitor, to Thomas & Hollams, Mincing-lane, solicitors for the 


ecmpany. | 
City of Moscow Gas Company (Limited).—Vice-Chancellor James has, by | 


an order dated March 13, ordered that the voluntary winding-up of 
the above company be continued. Uptons & Co, solicitors for the peti- 


ners. 

Masonic Union Company (Limited).—Vice-Chancellor James has, by 
an order dated March 12, appointed John Bath, 40, King William- 
street, official liquidator. 

Titanic Steel and Iron Company (Limited and Reduced).—Petition for 

reducing the capital fram £360,000 to £172,000, presented March 2, is 

now pending, Burchells, Broad Sanctuary, solicitor for the company, 


Scott & Co, Lincoln’s-inn-fields; for Lumb, Wakefield, | ; 
ry ‘ ? * | Beddall, Philip, Northampton-ter, Compton-rd, Canonbury, Architect. 


10. Uptons & Co, Austin Friars. 


Huggins, Wm, Ballyangalis, Down, Ireland. May 1. Seymour, 
Coventry. 
Jacob, Sarah, Worthing, Sussex, Widow. May 1. Edmunds, Worthing 


Lavers, John Kennerly, Claremont-house; Mortimer-pl, De Beauvoir 
Town, Lime Merchant. April 20. Adceck, Guildhall Chambers. 
Menzies, Robt, Leadenhall-st, Ship Broker. May 8. Carr, Rood-lane. 


Methold, Hy, Arundel-gardens, Notting-hill, Esq. May 8. Methold, 
Harewood-sq. 

Morris, Chas, Wolverhampton, Stafford, Gent. April 30. Kitson, 
Wolverhampton. 


O’Beirne, Jane, Ormsby, Worthing, Sussex, Spinster. May 1. Edmunds 
Worthing. 


May 1. Wright, Carlisle. 


Proctor, Goo Edwd Beauchamp, Thetford, Norfolk, Esq]. June 1. 
Freshfields, Bank-bidgs, 
Rowlands, John, Bwichmawr, Pembroke, Master Mariner. April 19. 


Mortimer, Fishguard. 
Sewell, John Malcolm, Hanover-sq. May 1. 
lington-chambers, Doctors’-commons. 
Slocombe, Wm, Reading, Berks, Solicitor. April 30. Slecombe, Reading. 
Sodon, Thos, Coventry, Esq. April 19. Seymour, Coventry. 
Thornhi'l, Eliza, York-ter, Regent’s-pk, Widow. May 8. 
Lincoln’s-inn-fields. 
Tvespay, March 23, 1869. 
Barlow, Edwd, Darcey Lever, Lancaster, Esq. Mayl. Briggs & Bailey, 
Bolton-!e-Moors, 
Barlow, Saml, Heaton Norris, Lancaster, Brewer. 


Thrupp & Dixon, Wel- 


Wynne, 


April 29. Ferns. 
April 24. Thomson & Edwards, Doughty-st, Mecklenburgh-sq. 

Bent, Martha Amelia, Tonbridge Wells, Kent, Widow. April 30. Gibson 
& Son, Lincoln’s-inn fields. 

Brigham, Eliz, Lym, Chester, Widow. April 30. Howarth & Turner, 

anch, 

Butcher, John, Littleport, Cambridge, Farmer. April 23. Archer & 
Son, Ely. 

Earl, lee, Adam’s-pl, Blue Anchor-lane, Bermondsey, Widow. May 1. 
Child, Paul’s Bakehouse-ct, Doctors’-commons. ~ : 

Forman, Eliz, Hensol Castle, nr Cowbridge, Glamorgan, Widow. April 10, 
Field & Co, Lincoln’s-inn-fields. ‘ 

Franklin, Benj Wolfe Lewis, New Bond-st, Esq. May 1. Birch & 
Gorton, Furnival's-inn. 

Freeth, Chas, Alpha-rd,-St John’s-wood, Gent. 
Henrietta st, Cavendish-sq. 

Harding, Wm, St Helier, Jersey, Gent. May 1. Welsh, Manch, 


May 20. Dunster, 
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Harvey, Jas Saml, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Tobacco Manufacturer. May 
1. Hodge & Harle, Newcastie-upon-Tyne 

Kebbell, Jas, jun, Mayfield-pl, Mayfield-road, Dalston, Builder. April 30. 
Waddilove, Godliman-st, Doctors’~commons. 

Malam, Eliza, Northwich, Chester, Widow. April 1. Cheshire, North- 
wich. 
Martin. John, Harrowgate-rd, South Hackney, Letter Sorter. 
Pritchard & Sons, Gt Knightrider-st, Doctors’-commons. 
Molyneux, John, Ince, within Mackerfield, Lancaster, Innkeeper. April 
21. Ramwell, Bolton. 

Pieasance, Wm, Cambridge, Tobacconist. May 1. 
Cambridge. 

Thomas, Jobn. Liwyntew, Brecon. May 10. Price, Brecon. 

Virtue, Geo, Walton-on-Thames, Surrey, Esq. June 1. Waller, King-st, 
Cheapside. 

Ward, Wm, Shaw-hill, Birm, Gent. June 30. Simcox, Biriz. 

Wells, Chas, Lpool, Licensed Victualler. May !. Quinn, Lpool. 

Willis, Thos, Westhall-hill, Oxfordshire, Nurseryman. July 1. Price & 
Son, Burford. 

Wilson, Wm, Carlisle, Cumberland, Miller. May 3. Alpin, Carlisle. 

Wilson, Hy, Stourbridge, Worcester, Surgeon. April 26. Stringer, 
Stourbridge. 
Berds registered pursuant to Bankruptey Act, 1669. 

Farpay, March 19, 1869. 

Armitage, Richd, Hudderstield, York, Engineer. 
ship. Reg March 18. 

Baker, Richd, Maidstene, Kent, Farmer. Feb 20. Asst. Reg March 16. 

Barker, John Hy, Leeds, Wollen Cloth Merchant. Feb 22. Asst. Reg 
March 16. 

Barnett, Joseph, Graces-alley, Wellclose-sq, Clothier. March 10. Comp. 
Reg March 16. 

Barton, Alfred Thos, & Hy Thos Golding, Lower Thames-st, Lightermen. 
Fed 18. Comp. Reg March 16. 

Beagie, Geo, Middlesbrough, York, Confectioner. Feb 12, 
Mareh 16. 


April 29. 


Grain & Winter, 


Feb 18. Inspector- 


Comp. Reg 


Bell, Thos. Sa!ford, Lancaster, Comm Agent. Feb26, Asst. Reg 
March 17. 

Bellerby, Lancelot, Bradford, York, Grocer. Feb22. Asst. leg 
March 18. 

Biyth, John, Denaby Potteries, York, Earthenware Manufacturer. Jan 


22. Comp. Reg March 16. 

Chate, Geo, Malmesbury Wilts, Tailor. March1, Asst. Reg March 19. 

Cay, Thos, Rugeley, Stafford, Grocer. Feb 18. Asst. Reg March 18. 

Conquest, Geo, Northampton, Coal Merchant. Feb15. Comp. Reg 
March 17. 

Cross, Alfred, Redhill, Chislehurst, Kent, Gent. Feb 27. Comp. Reg 
March 16. 

Dee, Geo Horatio, Handsworth, Stafford, Innkeeper. Feb 18. Comp. 
Reg March 17 

Doid, Wm, Pontypool, Monmouth, Innkeeper. Feb6. Asst. Reg 
March 17. 

— Wm, Preston, Gloucester, Farmer. Feb 28. Asst. Reg 
farch 16. 

Druiff, Lionell, Newport, Monmouth, Clothier. Feb 26. Comp. Reg 
March 19. 

Dotch, Edwd, Lpool, Builder. March 8. Asst. Reg March 16. 

Eealine. Geo Edward, Hackney-rd, Cheesemonger. Feb 18. Comp. Reg 
March 17. 

Ellis, Fredk, Heywood, Lancaster, Stone Mason. Feb10. Asst. Reg 
March 16. 

Flamson, Hy, Nottingham, Builder. Feb 27. Asst. Reg March 18. 


Forster, Hy, Easte’eap, Printer. March 13. Comp. Reg March 18. 
Garner, Hy, sen, John Garner, & Hy Garner, jun, Leicester, Boot Manu- 


facturers. Feb22. Comp. Reg March 16. 

Goddard, John, Ev-lyn-st, Deptford, Hardware Dealer. March 18. 
ge Reg May 18. 

Hall, Joseph, Cheetham, Manch, Butcher. March 4. Asst. Reg 
Mareh 17. 

—— sta 2ew, Stockton, Durham, Milliner. Feb 10. Comp. Reg 
March 

Heath, John, Regina-rd, Holloway, Builder. Feb 11. Asst. Reg 
March 17. 

Heath, Geo, Leek, Stafford, Draper. Feb 20. Asst. Reg March 19. 


Feb 23. 
Asst. Reg 


Wool Brokers. 
Feb 17. 


Reg March 18. 
Feb 15. Comp. Reg 


Jarvis, Maurice, & Hy Jas Silverlock, Lpool, 
Asst. Keg March 19. 

John, Isaac, Cardiff, Glamorgan, Innkeeper. 
March 17. 

Jonas, Thos, Chester, Pinmber. March 10. Asst. 

Jones, Hy, Bilston, Stafford, Licensed Victualler. 


March 17. 
March 1, 


Joyce, Michael, Lpool, Licensed Victualler. 
March 17 

Krause, Louis Ferdinand, Carl, Kingston, Middlesex, Schoolmaster. 
March 3. Comp. Keg March 18. 

Lanenstein, Chas, Manch. Merchant. March 13, Comp, Reg March 18, 

Langham, Fredk, & Wm Langham, Leicester, Boot Mauufacturers. 


Comp. Reg 


Feb 24. Comp. Keg March 18. 
— A Aberavon, Glamorgan, Grocer. Feb19. Asst. Reg 
arch 18. 
Litten, ag Gt Coram-st, Russel-sq, Merchant. March 2. Comp, Reg 


March | 
Loveridge, spain, Fredk, Bristol, Licensed Victualler. March 8. Comp. 
Reg March 16. 


Martin, Elizabeth, Birm, Bedstead Manufacturer. March6. Asst. 
Reg March 14. 
Mattisox, Wm, North Shields, Northumberland, Druggist. Feb 18. 


Comp. Kez March 17. 

Milford, Win, sen, Canterbury-rd, Kilburn, Ironmonger. 
Comp. Reg March 17. 

Moor, Wm, Leicester, Medical Plaister Manufacturer. 
Reg March 19. 

Naden, Thos, Geo Naden, & Hy Naden, Birm, Builders, 
Comp. eg Mareh 16. 

Neve, John Maylam, Pluckley, Kent, Grocer. Feb 22, 
March 16. 

Oldfield, Jas, & John Reffitt, Bradford, York, Stuff Merchants. Feb 12. 

Comp. eg March 7. 


March 15, 
Feb 24. Asst. 
March 6. 


Asst. Reg 





Osborne, Jas Phillips, Hastings, Sussex, Carpenter. Feb 36- Comp. 


Reg March 17. 
Parkinson, Fredk, Wood-st, Warehouseman. March 4. Comp. Reg 
Feb 24. Comp. Reg 


March 17. 
Penny, Wm, Kingston-upon-Hull, Bacon Factor. 
Reg March 18. 
Reg March 16. 


March 18. 
Pitt, Jeseph, Bath, Plumber. March 4. Asst. 


Porter, John, Bristol, Grocer’s Assistant. Feb 18. Asst. 


Redford, Wm Gregory, Manch, Accountant, Feb 22. Asst. Reg 
March 17. 

Richards, Wm Biven, Manch, Chemist. Feb 12. Asst. Reg March 16, 

Robbins, Thos, Birm, Leather Seller. Fe 26. Comp. Reg March 17, 

Russell, Wm Bunney, St Mildred’s-cottage, Kilburn, Solicitor. March 
10. Asst. Reg March 17. 

Saxon, Luke, Rochdale, Lancaster, Fruiterer.. Feb19, Comp. Reg 


March 19. 

Smyth, John Richd Coke, Brighton, Sussex, Artist. 
Reg March !7. 

Spencer, Keeling, jun, Chiivers Coton, Warwick, Beer Seller. 
Asst. Reg March 16. 

Stack, David, Lpool, Boot Dealer. 

Taylor, John, & Thos Taylor, Walsall, 
Comp. Reg March 19. 

Tolson. Mary, & Sarah Thompson, Egremont, Cumberland, Miltiners, 


March 12. Comp, 
Feb 27. 


Reg March 18. 
March 4. 


March 8. Comp. 
Stafford, Builders. 


Feb20. Asst. Reg March 18. 

Wetermann, Louis, Lpool, Licensed Victualler. Feb 24. Comp. Reg 
March 19. 

Westall, Joseph, Sparden, Mitcham, Surrey, Grocer. Feb 19. Asst. 
Reg March 19. 

Williams, David, Wernfawr, Brecon, Farmer, Feb 22. Asst. Reg 


March 18, 
Willson, Walter de Lancey, Landport, Hants, Grocer. 
Reg March 1s. 


Feb 20. Asst 


Wrench, Hy Geo. Civi! Service Club, 8s James’-st, Esq. March 16 
Comp. Reg March 1S. 
Wrigley, Joseph, Rochda'e, Lancaster, Cotton Manufacturer. Feb 2. 


Reg March 17, 
TuespayY, March 23, 1869. 


Acocks, Chas Martin, Lpool, Boot Manufactuter. 
farch 22. 


Comp. 


March 5. Comp. Reg 


Ashton, Jas, Birm. Tailor. Feb 25. Comp. Reg March 1). 

Benson, ey Ulverston, Lancaster, Grocer. Feb19, Asst. Reg 
March 

Benton, hod & Eliza Benton, Wakefield, York, Dyers. Feb26. Asst. 
Reg March 22. 

Birdsey, Wm Chas, Earnest-st, Regent’s-pk, Grocer. Feb 23. Comp, 
Reg March 22. 

Boston, Jas, Stoke-upon-Trent, Stafford, Builder. Feb ll. Comp. 


Reg March 20, 

Bottomley, Allan, Ely Bottomley, & John Edwd Bottomley, Halifas, 
York, Cotton Spinners. March 12. Asst. Reg March 20. 

Bown, Jas, Newport, Monmouth, Grocer, Feb 26. Asst. Reg 
March 22, 

Brown, John, New Grimesthorpe, York, Builder. 
March 22. 

Brown, Thos, Gt Quebec-st. St Marylebone, Licensed Victualler. Feb 
22. Comp. Reg March 22, 

Calvert, Wm, Clifton-with-Salwick, Lancaster, Farmer. Feb 26. Asst. 
feg March 22, 

Carapata, Ulysses, Lombard-house, 
March 9. Comp. Reg March 17. 

Cox, John, jun, Ipswich, Suffolk, Pork Butcher. 
March 22, 
Crocker, John, Gower-pl, 
March 20. 
Dalby, Julius, 
March 24, 
Denton, Thos Roxbrough, Highbridge Forge, York, Tilter. 
Asst. Reg March 22. 

Depper, Hy, Kidderminster, Worcester, Cheesemonger. Feb 17, Asst. 
Reg March 22. 

Derry, Chas Edwd, Victoria-gardens, Kensington, Shipbroker. Feb 20. 
Asst. Reg March 22. 

Dunmur, Theobald Matthew, Wellingborough, Northampton, Grocer. 
March I. Asst. Reg March 22, 

Ellis, Fordham, Romford, Essex, Grorer. 

Gammon, Chas, Cloak-lane, Attorney. Feb 24. Asst. Reg March 23. 

Gorle, Wm, Birm, Baker. March 11. Comp. Keg March 22. 

Hall, Spencer Timothy, Plumgarth, Westmoreland, Hydropathic Practi- 
tioner, March 2. Asst. Reg March 19, 

Hankin, Jas, Walton, Lancaster, Builder. March 13. Reg 

Feb 25. Comp. Reg 


Feb 26. Asst. Reg 


Lombard-st, Merchant's Clerk. 


Feb 19. Comp. Reg 


Euston-rd, Grocer. Feb 25. Comp. Reg 


Eccleshi'l, York, Innkeeper. Jan 19. Comp. Reg 


Feb 2%. 


Feb 19. Asst. Reg March 1%. 


Asst. 
March 23. 
Hannam, John, Kirk Drighton, York, Farmer. 


March 22 
Haynes, Alfred, Dover, Kent, Hair Dresser. Feb 20, Comp. Reg 
March 19, 
Hargreaves, John Ellwood, Birkenhead, Chester, Grocer. Feb 27. 
Asst. Keg March 22. 
sear. John, Longsight, Lancaster, Joiner. March8. Comp. Reg 
arch 22, 
a Wm, Long Eaton, Derby, Coal Merchant. March 13. Asst. Reg 
arch 23. 


Feb 9. Asst. Reg March 20. 


Holmes, Joseph. Anston, York, Miller. 
Feb 16, Comp. Reg 


Horten, Geo, Birm, Pearl Button Manufacturer, 


March 22, 

Lane, Renben, Bath, Grocer. Feb 22. Asst. Reg March 29. 

Marks, Benoni, Norland-rd, Notting-hill, Cheesemonger. 
Asst. Reg March 22. 

McQuaid, Bernard, & Thos Snow Wand, Bradford, York, Merchants. 
Feb 11. Asst. Reg March 22. 

—s Jas H ys Kingston-upon-Hull, Boot Manufacturer, Feb 9. Comp. 

”% March 2 

Nightingale, wm Hy, Mitcham, Surrey, Table Cover Manufacturer. Feb 
1. Comp. Reg March 16. 

Par-ons, Joseph, Birm, General Dealer. March 19. Comp. Reg March 23 

Proud, Richd, Whitby, York, Draper. March 5, Asst. Reg March 20. 


March 15. 
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Richardson, Wm, Chester, Butcher. Feb 24. Asst. Reg March 22. 
Roberts, — Runcorn, , Tailor, March9. Asst. 
March 2 


Rose, Jas Chas, Manch, & Lucy Rose, Folkestene Kent, Bakers. 
March 1. Comp. Reg March 22. 

Schaller, Sones, St Charles-st,‘ St James’s-sq, Agent. Feb 24. 
Comp. are! b 

Shaw, an Brighton, Sussex, Schoolmistress, March 1, Comp. Reg 
Mare! 


h 19. 
Stevens, Chas, Worcester, Boat Builder, Mareh 1. Comp. Reg 
March 19, 
Walker, Robt, Hunslet, Leeds, Shoe Manufacturer. March1. Comp. 
Reg March 22. 
Wood, Hy, Ross, Hereford,Grocer. March4. Comp. Reg March 23, 


Sankrupts. 
Frrpay, March 19, 1869. 
To Surrender in London. 
Baverstock, Jas Hinton, Peckham-grove, Camberwell, Brewer. Pet 
March 15. Pepys. Apriiliat 1. Godfrey, Hatton-garden. 
Blomfield, Hy, Amen-corner, Paternoster-row, Bookseller. Pet March 
17. Murray. April l at 1, Clark, Dean’s-ct, St Panl’s-church- 


ard. 

Pt» ond Fredk Thos, Church-st, Kentish-town, out of business. Pet 
March 13. April 12 atl. Hall, Fenchurch-st. 

Calvert, Wm, Worthing, Sussex, Tailor. Pet March 16. April 14 at 
11. Chorley, Moorgate-st. 

Casboult, John, Charles-st, Purtland-town, St John’s-wood, Laundry- 
man. Pet March 19. Pepys. April l6atll. Clarke, St Mary’s-sq, 
Paddington. 

Cavit, Thos Emmerton, Hatton-garden, Ironmonger. Pet March 13. 
Pepys. Aprill5at2. Treherne & Co, Aldermanbury. 

Chalon, Hy Barnard, North-ter, Alexander-sq, Brompton, Auditor. 
Pet March 12. Aprill2at12. Foster, Queen-st, Cheapside, 

Chomberlain, Amos Pierce, Nelson’s Hotel, Gt Portiand-st, no oceupa- 
tion. Pet March It (for pau). Pepys. April 9 at 2. Biddles, 
South-sq, Gray’s-inn. 

. Clark, Stephen Wm, Chepstow-pl, Bayswater, Watchmaker, Pet 
March 15. Murray. April 5at 11. Elmslie & Co, Leadenhall-st. 

Clutterbuck, Joseph, Woolwich, Kent, Tailor. Pet March 12. Pepys. 
April9 at 12. Harris, Wellingtcn-st, Southwark. 

Cogdon, Edwd Wm, Manchester-bidgs, Silchester-rd, Notting-hill, 
Baker. Pet March 17, Murray. April5at 12. Buchanan, Basing- 
hall-st. 

Cogger, Wm, Woolwich, Kent, Asistant Engineer, Pet March 16, 
Murray. April 5atll. Buchanan, Basinghall-st, 

Couch, Emma, Pryland-rd, Newington-zreen, out of business. Pet 
Mareh 15. Pepys. April 15 at 12. Miller & Stubbs, Eas:cheap. 
Cadd, Fredc Fras, Pitt st, Commercial-rd, Peckham, Baker. Pet March 

15. Pepys. April 15 at 12. Rigby, Basinghall-st. 

Davies, Wm Phillips, Orchard House, Blackwall, Licensed Victualler. 
Pet March 15, Pepys. April 15 atl. Brown, Basinghall-st. 

Evans, Alfred Robt, Prisoner for Debt, Norwich. Adj March 16. 

Murray. April 12 at 11. 

Fairchild, Wm, Long Acre, Comm Agent. Pet March 15, April 12 at 
1. Hutchinson, Vauxhall-bridge-rd, Westminster. 

Foley, John, Upper Bryanstone-st, Bryanstone-sq, Journeyman 

eae Maker. Pet March 15. April 12 at 1. Godfrey, Hatton- 
iden. 

PA savory Christopher, Ledbury-rd. Notting-hill, Carpenter. Pet 
March 16. April 12 at 2. Drake, Basinghall-st. 

Green, Chas, St Margaret’s-pl, Westminster, Assistant to a Publisher. 
Pet March 16. April 12 at 2, Buchanan, Basinghall-st. 

Harding, Wm, Carlton-ter, Lower Park-rd, New Peckham, Baker. 
Pet March 11. April 7 at2, Harrison, Basinghall-st. 

Hood, Robt, Prisoner for Debt, London, Pet March 16 (for pau). 

Brougham. April i4at 11. Steadman, London-wall. 

legge, Geo, Ely, Cambridge, Auctioneer. Pet March 16. Murray. 
April 1 at 1. Nethersole & Speechly, New-inn; for Hall, Ely. 

Lehmon, Zell, Zion-pl, Carr-st, Limehouse-fields, no business. Pet 
March 15. April 12 at 1. Lewis & Lewis, Ely-pl. 

Lower, Kichd, Upper Bemerton-st, Islingtou, Builder. Pet March 17. 

April 14 at 12. Reed, Guildha.l-chambers, Basinghall-st. 

Melbourne, John, St Evau’s-rd, Notting-hill, Carpenter. Pet March 

12. April i2at1i. Chappell, Edgware-rd, Hyde-pk. 
Mills, Fredk Chas Moggy. Southampton-st, Camberwell, Brick Mer- 
chant. Pet March 9. Roche. April 1 atl. Angell, Guildhall- 


yard, 

Morgan, Hy, Cloth Fair, out of business. Pet March 15. Pepys. 
April 15 atl. Mortimore, Winchester-bldgs. 

Nicholls, Jas, Kingsland-rd, Licensed Victualler. Pet March 9. April 
12at il, Dobie, Gresham-st. 

Ockerby, Horatio, Chancery-lane. Law Stationer. Pet March 15. 
April 12 at 12. Biddles, South-sq, Gray’s-iun. 

yman, Jas, Stanwell, Market Gardener. Pet March 16. Murray. 

April5at ll. Durrant, Guildhall-chambers, Basinghall-st. 

Reynolds, Geo Waide, Southsea, Hants, Assistant. Pet March 12, 
Pepys. April 15 at 11. Peckham, Doctors’-commons. 

Riley, Wm Felix, Bletchingley, Surrey, no occupation. Pet March 18- 
Murray. April l atl. Edwards, Bush-lane, Cannon-st. 

Selby, Jas, Victoria-pl, Ferry-rd, Millwall, Ship Smith. Pet March 15. 
Murray. April 5 at il, Godfrey, Hatton-garden. 

Stray, Fredk, Cranbourne-st, Leicester-sq, Tailor. Pet March 15. 
Pepys. April 15 at 2. Chidley, Old Jewry. 

Tappenden, John Thos, Green-st, Bethnal-green, Boot Manufacturer. 
Pet March 16. April 4 at il, Drake, Basinghall-st. 

ne, Geo, Hercales-bidgs, Westminster-bridge-rd, out of business. 

Pet March 16. Pepys. April 15 atl. Dobie, Gresham-st. 

Vass, Thos, Prisoner for Debt, Hereford. Adj March 12. April 12 at 1. 

Warnett, Wm, Prisoner for Debt, London, Pet March 15 (for pau). 
Brougham. April 12 at 2. Hicklin, Trinity-sq, Borouuh, 

Weaver. Alfred Hy, Deptford, Kent, Licensed Victualler. Pet March 
17, Murray. April 5 at 11. Parker, Coleman-st. 

Wetherfield, Geo Manley, Chancery-lane, Attorney. Pet March 16. 
Murray. April lat 1, Poncione, Raymond-bldge, Gray's-inn. 

Wilsden, Chas, Woolwich, Kent, Beerhouse Keeper. Pet March 16, 





To Surrender in the Country. 

Addlesee, Jas, Nottingham, Boot Maker. Pet March 15. Tador. Birm, 
April 13 at 11. Lees, jun, Nottingham. 

Ballard, Hy Jas, Netley, Southampton, Tailor. Pet March 15. Thora. 
dike. Southampton, March 31 at 12. Mackey, Southampton. 

Banister, Augustus Wyndham, Tonbridge Wells, Sussex, Land Sur- 
veyor. Pet March 15. Alleyne. Tonbridge Wells, March 29 at 3. 
Cripps, Tonbridge Wells. 

Barron, Anthony Forster, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Cabinet Maker. Pet 
March 13. Clayton. Newcastie, Apri! | at 10. Joel, Newcastle- 
upon-Tyne. 

Bate, John, Bodmin, Cornwall, Batcher. Pet March 11. Collins. Bod- 
mip, April3 at 10. Wallis, Bodmin. 

Beake, Albert, Wells, Boot Maker. Pet March 16. Lovell. Wells, 
Aprii 3 at 12, Hobbs & Seal, Wells. 

Blakeley, Thos, Prisoner for Debt, York. Adj March 13. Leeds, April 
5atil 


Bonner, Thos, Bristol, Draper. Pet March 9. Wilde. Bristol, March 
13 atil. Press & Inskip, Bristol. 

Booth, Ibbetson, Halifax, York, Comm Agent. Pet March 16. Leeds, 
April5atll. Bond & Barwick, Leeds. 

Bossward, Edwd Jas, Edgbaston, nr Birm, Organ Builder, Pet March 
16. Hill. Birm, April 7 at!2. Atkins, Birm. 

Brocklehurst, Wm Tyrer, Preston, Lancaster, Leather Dealér. Adj 
Feb 18. Lpool, March 31 at 11. 

Buckley, Jas, Stockport, Chester, Licensed Victualler. Pet March 17. 
Fardell. Manch, April 6at11. Bent, Stockport. 

Cann, Wm, Newton Abbot, Devon, Commercial Traveller. Pet Mareh 
17. Pidsiey. Newton Abbot, April 2 at li. Francis & Baker, 
Newton Abbot. 

Capel, Wm. Cumnor, Berks, Baker. Pet March ll. Dudley. Oxford, 
April 5 at }0. Thomson, St Ebb’s. 

Chandier, John Thos Howles, Handsworth, Stafford, Stock & Share 
Broker. Pet March 17. Hill. Birm, March 31 at 12. Foster, 
Birm. 

Condon, Hugh, Bishop Auckland, Durham, Baker. Pet March 16. 
Trotter, Bishop Aucklacd, Aprill at 10. Thornton, Bishop Auck- 
land. 

Crompton, Edwd, Little Bolton, Lancaster, Factory Operative. Pet 
March 16. Holden. Bolton, March 3: at 1!. Edge & Dawson, Bolton. 

Downes, Edwd, Wyke, Salop, Farming Bailiff. Pet March 10. Madeley, 
April 14at 12. Marcy, Wellington. 

Draffin, Jas, Manch, Merchant. Pet March 15. Fardell. Manch, 
April 7 atlz. Storer, Manch. 

Ewins, Jas, 3t Helen’s, Lancaster, Joiner. Pet March 16. Lpool, April 
latil, Etty, Lpool, for Haddock, St Helen’s. 

Fewtreill, Wm, 8everley, Salop, Labourer. Pet March 13, Newill. 
Wellington, April 9 at 10. Waiker, Weilington. 

Flear, John, Golden Vailey, Derby, Blacksmith. Pet March 8. Hub- 
bersty. Alfreton, March 24 ati2. Smith, Verby. 

Foulds, Dani, Goiden Valley, Derby, Coilier. Pet March 15. Haub- 
bersty. Alfreton, April 13 at 12. Cutts, Chesterfieid. 

Gallewski. Harris, Sunderland, Durham, Furniture Broker. Pet March 
13. Ellis, Sunderland, March 3) ati. Barker, Sunderland. 

Glover, John, Walsal!, Stafford, Beerhouse Keeper. Pet March 16. 
Walsall, April 14 at 15. Dinguin % Co, Walsall. 

Hartrey, Sam! Thos, Wells, Tailor. Pet March 16. Lovell. Wells, 
April 3at 12. Hobbs & Seal, Weils. 

Hawkins, Anna Matilda, Devonport, Devon, out of employment. Pet 
March i6. Pearce. East Stonehouse, March 3latil. Edmunds & 
Son, Plymouth. 

Higginbotitom. Join, Pensas-ct, Worcester, Cotton Spinner. Pet Feb 

26. Hill. Birm, April7 atl2. Nomis & Sons, Lpool; Hodgson & 

Son, Birm. 

Hopkins, Jas, Birm, Heavy Steel Toy Manufacturer. Pet March 16. 

Hill. Birm, Aprii7ati2. Parry, Birm. 

Jackson, Richd Wm, Boston, Lincuin, Butcher. Pet March15. Stani- 

land. Boston, March 3l at il. Bailes, Boston. 

James, Thos, Runcorn, Chester, Liceased Victualler. Pet March 16. 

Lpool, April 5 at 12. Beamont & Davies, Warrington. 

Lewington, Geo, Wantage, Berks, Saddier. Pet March 12. Jotcham. 

Wantage, April2l at2. Barnes, Lambourne. 

Lewson, Bartholomew, Tilney All Saints, Norfolk, Publican. Pet 

March 16. King’s Lynn, March 30 at li. Nurse, King’s Lynn. 

Lowe, Thos, Warrington, Lancaster, Butcher. Pet March 15. Nichol. 

son. Aprill atl. Bretherton, Warrin.ton. 

Marks, Levy Johnson, Leicester, Commercial Traveller. Pet March 

13. Ingram. Leicester, April 3ati0. Durrant, Leicester. 

Maysmor, Chas Humphrey, Bootie, nr Lpool, Banker's Clerk. Pet Feb 

15. Lpool, March 31 at 11. Evans & Lockett, Lpool. 


4 Meldram, Jas, Eastham, Chester, Licensed Victuailer. Pet March 15. 


Wason. Birkenhead, March 30 at2. Moore, Birkenhead. 

Miller, Thes, Abercanuid, Glamorgan, Batcher. Pet March 15, 
Russell. Merthyr Tydfil, March 30 at li. Jones, Merthyr Tydfil. 
Moore, Thos, South Eston, York, Shoemaker. Pet March 15. Crosby. 
Stockton-on-Tees, April 1 at 11.30. Dobson, Middiesbrough. 

Morris, Jas, Birm, Carpenter, Pet March 13. Guest. Birm, 
April2atl0. Parry, Birm. 

Naylor, Jane, Brodford, York, out of business. Pet March 15. Brad- 
ford, April 6at 9.15. Hutchinson, Bradford. 

Norton, John, Howden, York, Innkeeper, Pet March 15. Porter. 
Howden, April 1 at 12. Hind, Howden. 

Owen, Wm, Stone, Stafford, Grocer. Pet March 15. Middleton. 
Stone, April 2atll. Tennant, Hanley. 

Phillips, Mary, Birm, Boot Dewer. Pet March 16. Guest. 
Birm, April 2 at 1¢. James & Griffin, Birm. 

Pledger, Jas, Cowlinge, Suffolk, Blacksmith. Pet March ll. Jardine. 
Haverhill. March 29 at 3. Cardinall, Halstead, 

Pratt, Johu, Keynsham, Somerset, Commercial Traveller. Pet March 
12. Wilde. Bristol, March 31 at ii, Benson & Elletson, Bristol ; 
Rawle, Bed ford-row, 

Proudler, Thos, St George’s, Salop, Labourer. Pet March 10. Made- 
ley, April Id at 12. Walker, Wellington. 

Ranyell, Matthew, Peterborough, Northampton, Cattle Dealer. Pet 
March 16, Gaches, Peterborough, March 30 at lv. Deacon, 
Peterborough. —— 

Rimmer, Jas, St Helen's, Lancaster, Labourer. Pet March 13. Lpool, 





April 12 at 2. Rashleigh, Carter lane, Doctorss’-commons, 


April Lat 12, Beesley, Ss: Helen's, 
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Roby, Reuben, Stourbridge, Worcester, Licensed Victualler. Pet 
March 15. Harward. Stourbridge, April 5 at10. Maltby. 

Rollin, Geo, Caunton, Nottingham, Labourer. Pet March 15, Newton. 
Newark, March 31 at 12. Ashley, Newark-upon-Trent, 

Saville, Matthew, Hyde, Chester, Hosier. Pet March 16, Fardell. 
Manch, April6 at12. Darnton, Ashton-under-Lyne. ; 

Shepherd, Edwd, Prisoner for Debt, Shrewsbury. Adj March 11. 
Norris. Tenbury, March 25 at 10. 

Simcock, Isaac, Merthyr Tydfil, Glamorgan, Innkeeper. Pet March 
15. Russell. Merthyr Tydfil, March 30 at 11.30. Jones, Merthyr 
Tydfil. , 

Sparrow, Fras Theodore, Robt Ashurst, and Geo Louis Frost, Black- 
burn, Lancaster, Cotton Spinners. Pet March 10. Macrae, Manch, 
April 9 at12. Cobbett & Co, Manch. 

Stafford, Joseph, Salford, Lancaster, Grocer. 
Salford, April 3 at 9.30. Wheeler, Manch. 

Steele, John, Burslem, Stafford, Licensed Victualler. Pet March 15. 
Hill. Birm, March 31 at 12, Tomkinson, Burslem; James & Griffin, 


Pet March 15, Hulton. 


Birm. 

Swaine, Jas, Halifax, York, Woolsorter. Pet March 17. Rankin. 
Halifax, April 2 at 10. Walker, Halifax. 

White, Thos, Glastonbury, Boot Maker. Pet March 16. Lovell 


Bulleid, Glastonbury, . 
Durham, Grocer. Pet March 15. 
Chartres and Youll, 


Pet March 9. Hill. 


Wells, April 3 at 12. 
White, Chas Felgate, Jarrow, 

Gibson. Newcastle-upon-Tyne, April 8 at 12. 

Newcastle-upon-Tyne. 

Wickham, Wm, Coventry, Warwick, Grocer. 
Birm, March 31 at 12, Hodgson & Son, Birm. 

Wilcocks, Walter, Torquay, Devon, out of business. Pet March 15. 
Pidsley. Newton Abbott, March 31] at 11. Floud, Exeter. 

Williams, Richd, East Harptree, Somerset, Grover. Pet March 9. 
Mogg. Temple Cloud, April 12 at 12. Clifton, Bristol. 

Williamson, Jas, Pendleton, Lancaster, Hay Dealer. 
Hulton. Salford, April 3 at 9.30. Slater, Manch. 

Woller, Thos, Liscard, Chester, Beerhouse Keeper. Pet March 17 
Wason. Birkenhead, March 30 at2. Anderson, Kirkenhead. 

Zimmerman, Hy Wm, Prisoner for Debt, Lancaster. Adj Feb 18. 
Lpool, March 31 at 11. 

Toespay, March 23, 1869. 
To Surrender in London, 

Adams, Geo Fredk Richd, Miles’s-ter, Randle-st, Battersea, Clerk. 
Pet March 18. Pepys. April 16 at 12. Collett & Co, Myddleton-st, 
Clerkenwell. 

Anderson, Thos Alfred, Gleucester-rd, Croydon Common, Carpenter. 
Pet March i9. Murray. April 5 atl. Windsor, Moorgate-st. 

Ansell, Alex, Burleigh-rd, Highgate, out of business. Pet March 18. 
April 14 at 12. Lewis & Lewis, Ely-pl. 

Baker, Edwd Thos, Liverpool-st, King’s-cross, Clerk. Pet March 18. 
April I4at1. Godfrey, Hatton-garden. 

Baker, Edwd, Prisoner for Debt. London, Pet March 18 (for pau). 
Marray. Apri! 12at 11. Biddles, South-sq, Gray’s-inn. 

Barton, Walter Robt, Lorrimore-rd, Kennington-pk, Comm Agent. 
Pet March 20. Roche. April7 at ll. Levy, Surrey-st, Strand. 

Bayly, Emma, Bournemouth, Southampton, out of business. Pet 
March 16. Pe;ys. April 15 at 2, Lovell & Co, Gray’s-inn-sq: for 
Webb, Bournemouth. 

Biss, John, Wisetou-rd, Wandsworth, out of business. Pet March 19° 
April 14 at |. Greaves, Essex-st, Strand. 

Booth, Rott, Vale of Health, Hampstead, Architect. Pet March 20, 
Roche. April7 at ll. Morley, King’s Bench-waik, Temple. 

Brie, Josephine, Conduit-st, Regent-st, Outfitter, Pet March 19. 
Pepys. April 16at1!. Reed & Co, Gresham-st. 


Pet March 16. 


Brown, Johu Archibdald, Gravesend, Kent, Draper’s Assistant. Pet 
March 19. Pepys. April1l6at 2. Morris, Leicester-sq. 
Bucknell, David, Woodstock-rd, Shepherd’sa bush, Builder. Pet 


March 20. April 15at 11. Lewis, Furnival’s-ian. 
Butcher, Wm John, 8rook-rd, Upper Holloway, Shopman. Pet March 
19. Pepys. April 16 atl. Peverley, Gresham-bidgs, Basinghall-st. 
Callas, Geo Fredk, Reading, Berks, Ironmonger. Pet March 17- 
April 14atll. Nind, Basinghall-It. 
Cantle, Thos, New Hampton, Builder. Pet March 19, April I4at 2. 
Pet March 16 (for 


Remnant, Lincoln’s-inn-fields, 

Cooper, Win John, Prisoner for Debt, London. 
pau). Pepys. April 15 at 2. Kimberley , Bush-lane, Cannon-st. 

Downard, Thos, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet Marck 18 (for pau). 
Brougham. April |4at2. Lund, Castle-st, Holborn. 

Downard, Richd, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet March 18 (for 
pau). Morray. April5 atl. Lund, Castle-st, Holborn. 

Downton, Chas Page, Gough-st, Stainsbury-rd, Poplar, Grocer. Pet 
March 18. Murray. April 5at 12, Wimburn & Co, Myddleton-st, 
Clerkenwell. 

Esling, Kobt, Prisoner for Debt, Ipswich. Pet March 19. Murray. 
April 5 at |. Shirreff'& Son, Austin-triars ; Pollard, Ipswich. 

Heilman, Stephen, Northomberland-pl, Westbourne-pk, Builder. Pet 
March 20. Pepys. April 16 at li. Lewis, Furnival’s-inn. 

Harris, Alfred Chas, Prisoner for Debt, Maidstone. Pet March 20+ 
Roche. April 7at 11. Young & Co, St Mildred’s-ct, Poultry. 

Hopkinson, Joseph Timothy, Newington-causeway, Tool Maker. Pet 
March 20. Marray. April 5at 1. Harcourt & Macarthur, King’s- 
armsa-yard. 

Ker, Robt, Gt Northern Hotel, King’s-cross, no occupation. Pet 
March 19. Murray. Aprii7 atll. Godfrey, South-sq, Gray’s-inn. 

Lacey, Wm, Market-p!, Kilburn, Greengrocer. Pet March 18. April 
\4at 1. Scarth, Welbeck-st, Cavendish-sq, 

Livesey, Joseph, Bishopsgate-st Without, Cattle Food Manufacturer. 
Pet March 19. Pepys. Aprill6 atl, Linklaters & Co, Walbrook, 

Marsh, Wm, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet March 17 (for pau). 
Pepys. April 16 at 12. Hicks, Strand. 

Mascall, John Richd, Chatham, Kent, Captain R.M. Pet March 19. 
April l4.at 2. Russell & Co, Oid Jewry-chambers. 

Moody, Chas, Prisoner for Debt, Winchester. Adj March 17. 
April 12 at Il. 

Neighbour, Wm, Oxford, Auctioneer’s Clerk. Pet March 18, Pepys. 
April 16 at 12. Ruberson, Bed ford-row. 

Price, Geo Freeman, New North-rd, Hoxton, out of business, Pet 


Murray. 


Pethebridge, Wm Anthony, King Edward-st, Westminster-rd, Timber 
Merchant. Pet March 19. Pepys. «April 16 at 1. Hicklin 
Trinity-sq, Borough.’ R 
Silvester, Alfred, Millbank-st, Westminster, Prestidigitateur, Pet 
March 20. Fepys. April 16 at 2. Hicks, Strand. 
Stacey, Hy, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet March 17 (for pau), 
Brougham. April l14at1. Kimberley, Scott’s-yard, Bush-lane. 
Strioni, Anne, Prisoner for Debt, London, Pet March !7 (for pau), 
Murray. April5at 12. Goatley, Bow-st, Covent-garden. 
Warne, Jas, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet March 16. April 14 at 1. 
Thomas & Hollams, Mincing- lane. 
Wills, Maria, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet March 19, 
April 16 at 2. Hillearys & Co, Fenchurch-bldgs. 
Winspear, Joseph, Gt Cambridge-st, Hackney-rd, Boot Upper Manu. 
tacturer. Pet March 19. Murray. April 5 at 1. Beard, Basing- 
hall-st. 
Wynn, Wm Nathaniel, Portsmouth, Southamrton, Engineer. Pet March 
20. Roche, April7 atti. Ashurst & Co, Old Jewry. 
Youngman, Owen, Villiers-st, Strand, Tobacconist. 
April 15at ll, Laundy & Co, Cecil st, Strand. 
To Surrender in the Country. 
Avison, Richd, Wrelton, York, Innkeeper. Pet March 19. Wilson, 
New Malton, April6at li. Walker & Langborne, New Malton, 
Baddley, Rosalina, Newport, Portsmouth, out of business. Pet March 
15. Roberts. Newport, April? at1ll. Bradgate, Newport, 
Baker, John, Hanley, Stafford, Grocer. Pet March 19. Hill. Birm, 
April 7 at 12. Hodgson & Son, Birm. 
Barnes, Edwd, West Derby, Lancaster, Grocer. 
Lpool, March 31 at 2. Browne, Lpool. 
Bent, Edwd Stanley, New Mills, Darby, Attornoy. 
Macrae, Manch, April9 at !2. Woolley, Manch. 
Benton, Wm, jun, Springfield, Essex, Blacksmith. Pet March 20, 
Gepp. Chelmsford, Aprils at il. blyth, Clelmsford. 
Bissell, Wm, & John Milward Talbot, Birm, Iron Manufacturers. Pet 
March 18. Hill. Birm, April 7 at 12. Southall, Birm. 
Bradbury, Stephen, Prisoner tor Devt, Bristol. Adj March 16 (for pau). 
Harley. Bristol, April 2 at 12. 
Calvert, Hy, Skipton, York, Painter. Pet March 19, 


Pepys. 


Pet March 20, 


Pet March 12. Hime. 


Pet March 20, 


Leeds, April 5 


at ll, Robiuson, Skipton; Bond & Barwick, Leeds. 

Clayton, Wm, Lpool, Book-keeper, Pet March 16. Hime. Lpool, 
April 2 at 2. Cobb, Lpool. 

Clegg, Jas Arthur, Nottingham, Draper. Pet March 18.  Patchitt. 
Nottingham, Apri! 28 at 10.30. Belk, Nottingham. 

Coles, Jas, Prisoner for Debt, Devon. Adj March 18. Exeter, April 
3 at 12.30. 

Collier, Jas, Landport, Hants, out of business. Pet March 7. Howard, 


Portsmouth, April 3 at 12. Champ, Portsea. 
Collins, Richmond Davis, Sherston, Wilts, Grocer. 
Wilde. Bristol, April2at1l. Miller, Bristol. 
Cooke, Jas,Ironville, Derby. Pet March 18, Hubbersty, 

April 3 at 12. Smith, Derby. 

Everatt, John, sen, Pilham, Lincoln, no occupation. Pet March 18, 
Leeds, Ap:il 14at 12. Toyntee & Larken, Lise li. 

Fenwick, John Clerevaulx, Middle shields, Northumberland, Attorney. 
Adj Feb 27. Gibson. Newcastle-upon-Tyne, April8 at 12. Hoyle 
& Co, Newcastle-upon-Tyne. 

Fewkes, Joseph, Leicester, Beerseller. Pet March 18. 
cester, April 10 at 10. Spooner, Leicester. 

Franklin, Kobt, Newcastle-under-Lyme, Stafford, Engine Fitter. Pet 
a 13. Slaney. Newcastle-under-Lyme, April 3 at 11. Tennant, 

anley. 

Fripp, Earnest Theophilus, Prisoner for Debt, Bristol. Adj March 17 

(for pau). Harley. Bristol, April 2 at 12. 
Pet March 18, 


Pet March 17. 
Alfreton, 


Ingram, Lei- 
Goddard, Geo, Church Langton, Leicester, Shoemaker. 
Goodier, Jas, Chester, Corn Factor. Pet March 18. 
Pet March 18. 
Wilde. Bristol, April 2 at I. 
Phillips. Kingston-upon-Hul!, April 3 atll. Summers, Hull. 
8. 
Hays, Kev Stanley Hamilton, Birm, Clerk in Holy Orders, Pet March 
Harley. Bristol, April 2 at 12. 


Wartnaby. Market Harborough, April 6 at 11. Douglass, Market 
Harborough. 
Lpool, April 7 
at 12. Roberts & Dixon, Chester. 
Greaves, Joseph, Wells, Somerset, Vicar Choril. 
Hobbs & Seal, Wells; Press & Inskip, 
Bristol 
Greenwood, Thos, Kingston-upon-Hull, Cooper. Pet March 13. 
Hainsworth, Geo, & Joseph Hainsworth, Pudsey, York, Cloth Manu- 
facturers. Pet March 17. Leeds, April 5 at li. Carr, Leed 
18. Hill. Birm, April 7 at 12. Duke, Birm, 
Hiilman, Richd, Prisoner for Debt, Bristol. Adj March 16 (for pau). 
Hindley, Jas, Tipton, Stafford, & Richd Hindley, Darlaston, Batty 
Yopham, 


liiers. Pet March 20. Watson. vUldbury, April 7 at 10. 
Westbromwich. 
Houghton, John, Peasley Cross, Lancaster, Licensed Victualler. Pet 
March 22. Lpool, April 5 at 11. 
Houghton, Wm Hy, Prisoner for Debt, Lincoln. Adj Feb 10.  Grant- 


ham, April 2 at il. Pemberton, Lpool. 

Humber, Jas, Stagwell Farm, Isle of Wight, Farmer. Pet March 19. 
Blake. Newport, April 3 atJ1. Beckingsale, Newport. 

Hyett, Lewis, Swansea, Glamorgan, Watch Maker. Pet March 13. 
Morris. Swansea, April2 at 2. Smith, Swansea. 

Jones, Edwd, Prisoner for Debt, Walton. Adj March 19. Lpool, 
April 5 at ll. 

Jones, Edwd, Shop Newydd, Tremirchion, Flint, Builder. Pet March 
20. Lpool, April6at li. Evans & Lockett, Lpool. ‘. 

Kelly, — Prisoner for Debt, Lancaster. Adj Feb 18. Lpool, Apri 
Sat Il. , 

Kirk, Wheatley, Manch, Machinist. Pet March 20. Macrac. Manch, 
April 9 at 12, Sale & Co, Manch, 

Lawton, Major, Leeds, Coal Miner. Pe: March 16, Marshall. Leeds, 
April 8 at 12, Harle, Leeds. 

Lewis, John, Prisoner for Debt, Bristol. Adj March 18 (for pau). 
Harley. Bristol, April 2 at 12. 

Maltby, Wm Cole, Stourbridge, Worcester, Attorney. Pet March 18. 
Tudor. Birm, April 2at12. James & Griffin, Birm. : 

Martin, Richd, Darlington, Darham, Builder. Pet March 19. Gibson. 


Newcastle-upou-'l'yne, April 8 at 11.30, Hoyle & Co, Newcastle-upol- 





March 17, Marray. April 5at 12. Dobie, Gresham-st. 


Tyne. 
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McDonald, Sam! Foster, Eest Stonehouse, Devon, Accountant. Pet 
March 20. Pearce. East Stonehouse, April 7 at 11. Greenway & 
Adams, Plymouth. 

Miller. Robt, Lechlade, Gloucester, Cattle Dealer. Pet March 10. 
Wilde. Bristol, April 2 at 11. Sewell & Co,Cirencester; Press & 
Inskip, Bristol. 

Noddie, Sarah Ann, Bradford, York, Butter Factor. Pet March 18. 
Leeds, April5 at tt. Berry, Bradford; Bond & Barwick, Leeds. 

Palmer, Jas, Scarborough, York, Outfitter. Adj March 13. Leeds, 
April 5 at il. 

Parker, Jas. jun, East Bergholt, Suffolk, Grocer. Pet March 16. New- 
man. Hadleigh, April 5at3. Calvert, East Bergholt. 

Parr, Peter, Stockport, Chester, Licensed Victuailer. Pet March 18, 
Fardel!l. Manch, April 5 at 11. Law, March. 

Penny, Eddell Chas, Bacup, Lancaster, Public Accountant. Pet March 
18. Druitt. Christchurch, April 3 at 12. Sharp, Christchurch. 

Redding, Fras Vaughan, Lpool, Soap Boiler. Pet March 19. Lpool, 
April5 at 11. Dixon, Lpool. 

Rich, Jas Bevan, Okehampton, Devon, Tailor. Pet March 18, Burd. 
Okehampton, April 3 at 10. James, Okehampton, 

Rogers, Wm Hosken, East Stonehouse, Devon, Chemist. Pet March 
12, Exeter, April 3 at 12.30. Greenway & Adams, Plymouth ; 
Floud, Exeter. 

Rutherford, Geo, Newsham, Northumberland, Ale Merchant. Pet 
March 17. Gibson. Newcastle-upon-Tyne, April 8 at 12, Joel, 
Newcastle-upon-Tyne, 

Selvey, Saml, Belper, Derby, Grocer. Pet March 11. Ingle. Belper, 
March 31 at l1!. Smith, Derby. 

Selway, Chas, Redland, Bristol, Provision Dealer. Pet March 18, 
Harley. Bristol, April2 at 12. Trenerry. 

Shedrick, Geo, Barton Mills, Suffolk, Fish Dealer. Pet March 19, 
Read. Mildenhall, April 5 at 10. Bye, Soham. 

Stewart, Wm Patrick, Denbigh, Innkeeper. Pet March 19, Edwards, 
Denbigh, April 7 at 12. Beecham, Denbigh. 

Streetley, Thos, Leeds, Journeyman Hatter. Pet March 16. Marshall. 
Leeds, April 8 at 12. Harle, Leeds. 

Tay, Job, Smethwick, Stafford, Joiner. Adj Jan 11 (for pan). 
Watson. Oldbury, April 7 at 10. 

Taylor, John, & Thos Taylor, Whitehead Bridge, nr Bury, Lancaster, 
Wheelwrights. Pet March 17. Bury, April 2at 10. Watson, Bury. 

Tebby, Geo Hall, Bicester, Oxtord, Spirit Merchant. Pet March 18. 
Stone. Bicester, April 7 at11. Mills, Bicester. 

Walker, Thos, Sheffield, Beerhouse Keeper. Pet March 18. Wake. 
Sheffield, April9 at 1. Binney & Son, Sheffield. 

Webb, Hy, Ipswich, Suffolk, Publican. Pet March 19. Pretyman. 
Ipswich, April 3 at ll. Jennings, Ipswich. 

White, Edwd Rashly, Hulme, Manch, Oil Cloth Dealer. Pet March 19. 
Hulton. Salford, April 3 at 9.30. Jones, Manch. 

Whitehead, Benj, & Enoch Whitehead, Leicester, Boot Manufacturers. 
Pet March 18. Tudor. Birm, April 13 atll. Petty, Leicester. 

Wilkinson, Geo, Kilnhurst, York, Butcher. Pet March 17. Newman. 
Rotherham, April 12 atl. Whitfield, Rotherham. 

Williams, Wm, Prisoner for Debt, Beaumaris. Adj March 12. Lpool, 
April 7 at 12. 

Williamson, Wm Atkinson, Hunslet, York, Cashier. Pet March 19. 
Marshall, Leeds, April 8 at 12. Harle, Leeds. 

Yeomans, Geo, Prisoner for Debt, Derby. Adj March 15. ‘Tudor. 
Birm, April 13 at1i. Maples, Nottingham. 


BANKRUPTCIES ANNULLED. 
Fripay, March 19, 1869, 
by janes, Bath-pl, Bridge-avenue, Hammersmith, Builder 
Heusley, Lewis, Hitchin, Herts, Clerk in Holy Order. March 19, 
TvurEspar, March 23, 1869, 
Davies, Margaret, Penby, Pembroke, Widow. March 16. 








RESHAM LIFE ASSURANCE SOCIETY, 
37, OLD JEWRY, LONDON, E.C. 

SOLICITORS are invited to introduce, on behalf of their clients, Pro- 
posals for Loans on Freehold or Leasehold Property, Reversions, Life 
Interests, or other adequate securities. 

Proposals may be made in the first instance according to the following 


Proprosat FOR LOAN ON MORtTGAGES, 


Introduced by (state name and address of solicitor) 

Amount required £ 

Time and mode of repayment (i.e., whether for a term certain, or by 
annual or other payments) 
_ Security (state shortly the particulars of security, and, if land or build- 
ings , state the net annual income). 

State what Life Policy (if any) is proposed to be effected with the 
Gresham Office in connection with the security. 

By order of the Board, 
F. ALLAN CURTIS, Actuary and Secretary. 


(SHAMBERS to LET, opposite Lincoln’s-inn-gate- 
way (Chancery-lane).—A Barrister is desirous of letting one 
large room (with use of clerks’ room) furnished or unfurnished. The 
chambers are = new, and lighted with gas. Rent, to a desirable 
tenant, would be very moderate.—Apply to H. W. C. REYNELL. Esq., 
44, Chancery-lane, W.C. 


T° be LET, in Lincoln’s-inn Chambers, No. 40, 
._ , Chancery-lane.—There are only four suites of chambers to 
let in this building, viz.':— 
ON THE SEconpD Froor.—Three rooms (one large front room and 
two smaller ones)—Rent, $105. Two large front rooms—Rent, £80. 
Ow Hatr Basement.—Three rooms, one large and two smaller ones 
—Rent, £60. Two rooms of moderate size, light and airy—Rent, £50. 
For further particulars apply of the Porter, on the premises, or of 
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Before purchasing a Safe or Lock, send for a Copy ef GEORGE 
PRICE’S New Book List ef Prices, 90 engravings, which may be had 
post free, on application to him.—Cleveland Safe and Lock Works, 
Wolverhampton. 


ILNERS' STRONG HOLDFAST and FILRE 

RESISTING SAFES, Chests, Doors, and Strong Rooms, with 

the progressive and recent improvements effected after half a century's 

experience, effectually guard against Fire and Burglars.—Liverpool, 

aw Sheffield, Leeds, Hull, and 47a, Moorgate-street, City, 
ndon. 


NREEHOLD GROUND RENTS, amply secured 

on property at the west of London, to be SOLD, to pay a clear 

43 per cent.—For further particulars apply to Messrs. WALTER 

Rienarpson & Co., Auctioneers and Estate Agents, 13, Regent-street, 
Waterloo-place, S.W. 


i SNELL’S 25s. OFFICE WATCH, 
equal in appearance, accuracy, and durability, te any Watch at 
five times the cost. A written guarantee and ‘twelve months’ trial 
allowed.—ALBIon SNELL, Watchmaker and Jeweller, 114, Higk Helborn, 
W.C. Established 1848. Free and safe by post, )s. extra registered 


INE DRY PALE SHERRY, 30s. per doz., D. G. 

Gordon’s shipping. Splendid Golden Sherry, Fernandez and 

Ramo’s shipping, 30s. Port, 30s. Creaming Champagne, 42s. Six 
bottles, 2ls.; pints, 25s. First quality Wines. 

Havana Cigars—La Patria, 30s. El Principe de Gales, 40s. per 100 
Continental Palmas, 15s. Concha Londres, 13s. Carriage paid. 

Cellars stocked with first-class Wines upon the lowest possible charges 
for cash—25 doz., 27s.; 50, 25s, ; 100, 24s. Port, Sherry, or Champagne ; 
all Port or Sherry; or assorted. 

ASHLEY & CO., 24, Garrick-street, Covent-garden. 


S" ACK’S SILVER ELECTRO PLATE is a coat- 

ing of pure Silver over Nickel. A combination of two metals pos- 
sessing such valuable properties renders itin appearance and wear equal 
to Sterling Silver. Fiddle Pattern. Thread. King's. 























£s. d. £2464 48264 2046 

Table Forks,perdoz...... 110 Oand1 18 0 ye, 21¢ 0 
Dessert ditto ...csccoocee 1 0 Oandl 10 VU 112 4 115 6 
Table Spoons ....cesseeee 110 Oandl 18 0 240 210 0 
Dessert ditto .e..ccceeeee 1 0 Oand1 10 0 112 0 115 0 
Tea SPOON .cccsccccecese O12 Dandd ls 0 120 15 0 
Every Article forthe Table asin Silver. A Sample Tea Spoon for- 


wardedon rece of 20 stamps. 
RICHARD & JOHN SLACK, 336, STRAND, LONDON. 


*<LACK’S FENDER AND FIRE-IRON WARE- 
HOUSEis the MOST ECONOMICAL, consistent with good quality:— 
Iron Fenders, 3s.6d.; Bronzed ditto, 83. 6d., with standards; superior 
Drawing-room ditto, 14s. 6d. to 50s.; Fire Irons, 2s, 6d. to 20s. Patent 
Dish Covers, with handles to take off, 18s. setofsix. Table Knives and 
Forks, 8s. per dozen. Roasting Jacks, complete, 7s. 6d. Tea-trays, 
ls, Gd, setofthree; elegant Papier Maché ditto, 25s. the set. Teapots, 
with plated knob, 5s. 6d.; Coal Scuttles,2s.6d, A set of Kitchen Uten- 
lils for cottage, £3. Slack’s Cutlery has been celevrated for 50 years, 
svory Table Knives, I4s., l6s., and 18s. per dozen. White Bone Knives 
and Forks,8s. 9d. and l2s.; Black Horn ditto, 8s. and i0s. All ware 
ranted, 
As the limits of an advertisement will not allow of a detailed list, pure 
chasers are requested to send for their Catalogue, with 350 drawings, aad 
prices of Electro-Piate, Warranted Table Cutlery, Furnishing Ironmon- 
gery, &u. Maybe had gratis or post free, Every article marked fa plain 
figures at the same low prices for which their establishment bas been 
celebrated for nearly 50 years. Orders above £2 delivered carciage free 


per rail. 
RICHARD & JOHN SLACK, 336, STRAND, LONDON, 
Opposite Somerset House. 








ILLS of COMPLAINT, ANSWERS, APPEALS, 
MINUTES, and all Law Printing, executed with promptitude 
and at moderate charges by 
YATES & ALEXANDER, 
Law Printers, 
7, Symonds-inn (and at Church-passage), Chancery-lane, London. 


ATES AND ALEXANDER, 
PRINTERS, 

7, Symonds-inn (and at Church-passage), Chancery-lane, E.C. 
Parliamentary Bills, Appeals, Bills ot Complaint, Memorandums and 
Articles of Association, Legal Forms, Notices, &c. 
Prospectuses of Public Companies, Share Certificates, Show Canis, 
Oheques, Insurance Tables, Policies, Proposal Forms. 

Osaivene, Particulars and Conditions of Sale, Posting Bills, and all 
General Printing. 











CASES TO HOLD THE NUMBERS 
OF THE 


SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL 
CAN BE HAD AT THE OFFICE, 
OR THROUGH ANY BOOKSELLER, 





Mr. Freperick CairreRix1, 35, Cursitor-strect, Chancery-lane. 











Price, 33. 6d. and 7s. 6a, 
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LONDON AND COUNTY BANKING COMPANY 


FSTABLISHED 1836. 








SUBSCRIBED CAPITAL, £2,500,000, IN 50,000 SHARES OF £50 EACH. 
PAID-UP CAPITAL, £925,428. RESERVE FOND, £425,428. 


DIRECTORS. 
NATHANIEL ALEXANDER, Esa. JOHN WILLIAM BURMESTER, Esq, EDWARD W. T. HAMILTON, Esq., M.P, 
JOHN EDMUND ANDERDON, Esq. HUGH C. E. CHILDERS, Esq., M.P. FREDERICK HARRISON. Esq. 
THOS. TYRINGHAM BERNARD, Esq. JOHN FLEMING, Esq. WILLIAM CHAMPION JONES, Esq, 
PHILIP PATTON BLYTH, Esq. FREDERICK FRANCIS, Esq. WILLIAM NICOL, Esq. 


Auditors, 
WILLIAM NORMAN, Esq. RICHARD H. SWAINE, Esq. WHITBREAD TOMSON, Esq. 
General Manager. 
WILLIAM M‘KEWAN, Esq. 
Chief Inspector. Assistant General Manager. Chief Accountant. 
W. J. NORFOLK, Esq. WILLIAM HOWARD, Esq. JAMES GRAY, Esq. 
Inspectors of Branches. 
H. J, LEMON, Esq., and C. SHERRING, Esq. 


Secretary. 
F. CLAPPISON, Esq. 


HEAD OFFICE, 21, LomMBarp STREET. 





THE LONDON AND COUNTY BANK OPENS DRAWING ACCOUNTS with Commercial Houses and Private Individuals, either upon the 

plan usually adopted by other Bankers, or by charging a small Commission to those persons to whom it may not be convenient to sustaiu an agreed 
ermanent balance. 

4 DEPOSIT ACCOUNTS.—Deposit Receipts are issued for sams of Money placed upon these Accounts, and Interest is allowed for such periods and 
at such rates as may be agreed upon, reference being had to the state of the Money Market. 

CIRCULAR NOTES AND LETTERS OF CREDIT are issued, payable in the principal Cities and Towns of the Continent, in Austratia, Canada, 
India, and China, the United States, and elsewhere. ; 

The Agency of Foreign and Country Banks is undertaken. 

THE PURCHASE AND SALE OF GOVERNMENT and other STOCKS, of English or Foreign Shares, effected, and Dividends, Annuities, 
&c., received for Customers of the Bank. 

GREAT FACILITIES are also afforded to the Customers of the Bank for the Receipt of Money from the Towns where the Company has 
Branches. 

THE OFFICERS OF THE BANK are bound not to disclose the transactions of any of its Customers. 

By Order of the Directors, 
W. M‘KEWAN, General Manager, 




















OLONIAL INVESTMENTS.—THE CEYLON | PRIVATE INTERNATIONAL LAW. 
COMPANY Creee>> are prepared to effect Investments on | This day, in demy 8vo, price 12s., 
Mortgage in Ceylon and Mauritius, with or without their gaarantee, as | wy. aa Fy ? 1" Q 
may be desired. For further particulars application to be made at the ba ATES ot Oe Ore LIC : pl LAWS - 
office of the Company, Palmerston-buildings, Old Broad-street, Londor. FREDERICK CARI VON BAVIGNY gy rn eggs Netes oy 
By order, WILLIAM GUTHRIE, Advocate. . : 
R. A. CAMERON, Secretary. Edinburgh: T, & T, Cuark, and all Law Booksellers in London. 





ooo pb pagent 5 5}, and 6 per Cent. CEYLON THE COMPANIES ACTS, 1862 and 1867. 
MPANY (LIMITED). Subscribed Capital, £750,000, Pag . 
LThe Directors are prepared to issue Debentures on the following terms, VERY requisite under the above Acts supplied on 
viz.:—For one year at 5 per cent., for 3 years at 54, and for 5 years and 4 the shortest notice. The BOOKS AND FORMS kept in stock 
upwards at 6 per cent. per annum. Interest payable half-yearly by for immediate use. MEMORANDA and ARTICLES OF ASSOCIATION 
cheque or by coupon attached to the bond, as may be desired. speedily printedin the preper form for registration and distribution. 

Applications for particulars to be made at the office of the Company, | SHARE CERTIFICATES engraved and printed. OFFICIAL SEALS 
Palmerston-buildings, Old Broad-street, London. designed and executed. No charge for sketches, 

By order, Companies Fee Stamps. 


R. A. CAMERON, Secretary. ASH & FLIN T, 
ee sa a vow a -s«YsS Stationers, Printers, Engravers, Registration Agents, &c., 49, Fleste 
STEPHEN'S COMMENTARIES,—Stx1n Eprrioy. ed, Le LC ee ee 

Just published, 4 vols, $vo, £4 4s. cloth, | | Ses 


ME: SERJEANT STEPHEN’S NEW COMMEN- | LONDON (GAZETTE (published by authority) and LONDON and 

4¥i ARIES on the LAWS of ENGLAND, partly founded on COUNTRY ADVERTISEMENT OFFICE, 

BLACKSTONE. Sixth Edition. “By JAMES STEPHEN, LL.D., of | No. 117, CHANCERY LANE, FLEET STREET. 

the Middle Temple, Barrister-at-Law, one of the Registrars of the | TR ah * ours 

Court of Bankruptcy, late Professor of English Law at King’s College, ENRY GREEN (many 5 Cath W ith the late George 

London, and formerly Recorder of Poole. Fy ——. ky gt font, en direct the auenionat 

Ve SRE ‘i PALES ; eee) al Profession to the advantages of his long experience of upw 
London : Brrrerwortus, 7, Flect-street, her Majesty’s Law Publishers. | o¢ twenty-five years, in the special insertion of all pro forma notices, &¢., 
lec | and hereby solicits their continued support.—N.B. One copy of advertise- 
STEPHEN’S QUESTIONS. ment only required, and the strictest care and premptitude assured. 

Just published, 8vo, 10s. 6d. cloth, File of ** London Gazette ” kept for reference. 


UESTIONS tor LAW STUDENTS on the SIXTH é aad 
EDITION of Mr. SERJEANT STEPHEN’S NEW COMMEN- | ‘J‘O SOLICITORS, &c., requiring DEED BOXES 
TARIES on the LAWS of ENGLAND. By JAMES STEPHEN, LL.D., _ Will find the best-made article lower than any other house, 
of the Middle Temple, Barrister-at-Law. * of Bann and sizes may be had gratis or sent post free. « 
London: Burreaw a are <asty’ a HARD & JOHN SLACK, 336, Strand, opposite Somerset House. 
awontns, /, Fleet-street, her Majesty's Law Publishers. stablished nearly 50 years. Orders above £2 sent carriage free. 


























GAIUS’ ROMAN LAW, BY TOMKINS AND LEMON. ; » 
Just published, Part I., 8vo (to be completed in two parts), 25s. + R’ 8, ti fo “4 ff ~- at A “9 fasts 
OC YN » AT ‘ esire a substantial dinner o/ e joint, wi e 

fPHE COMME? 'TARIES of GAI USon the ROMAN | accompaniment of light wine, both cheap and good, I know of only one 
LAW ; with an English Translation and Annotations. By FR*- | house, and that isin the Strand, close to Danes Inn. There you may 
— TOMKINS, Esq., M.A., D.C.L., and WILLIAM GEORGE | wash down the roast beef of old England with excellent Burgundy, at 
EMON, Esq., LL.B., Barristers-at-Law, of Lincoln’s-inn. two shillings a bottle, or you may be supplied with half a bottle a 

*,* Part II., when ready, will be delivered Gratis to purchasers of | Shilling.””—All the Year Round, June 18, 1864, page 440. 
London: Bu - an, part I. : , The new Hall lately added is one of the handsomest dining rooms in 

ondon: BurrEnwortus, 7, Fleet-street, her Majesty’s Law Publishers, | London, Dinners (from the joint), vegetables, &c., 13. 6d. 








